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communication with all other pla ‘es, that, for 
, 


thirty years, the time during which the lands had 
heen in market, there had been no purchasers of 
these lands to be found, even at forty or fifty cents 
an acre. settlers and emigrants avoided these 
‘nds upon this immense tract in the interior of 
.e country. They passed by them for thirty 
years, and would not purchase them at $1 50 an 
re, or even at forty or fifty cents, and thus this 


t 


tract of land remained a desert waste. Congress 
ranted two millions and a half acres of land to 
1 in the construction of that railroad, and now, 


consequence of it; men are eager and anxious 


to purchase these very lands at §2 50 an acre. 
They esteem themselves fortunate in having the 
rtunity of purchasing these lands at $2 50 an 





when, before the grant was made, they would 
have taken them at $l 25 an acre, ‘or ata 
ver price. They would not pay thirty cents an 
e for them. 

Does not this fact show ¢ 
henefit lies in thisecase? T 
s) 50 an acre now, and the settler so rerards it, 


aie 
it a glance where the 
he ! 


land is better worth 


) it was atthirty cents an acre before this rrant 


made by Congress. Is the settler, then, a 
ifferer by this grants Does he lose DY the opera- 
tion? Not atall. If he had to pay %5 an acre he 
would get it cheaper; yes, cheaper than he would 
at fifty cents an acre if the grant had not been made. 


But has the Government been a sufferer by the 

ntr Look at the late mess wwe of the Preside nt 
of the United States, in which he exults in the 
admirable woiking of this policy, and refers to 
this very road as an example of its working. Look 
at the report of the Se retary of the Interior, in 
confirmation of that message, in which he tells us 
that the Government has greatly profited by the 
adoption of this policy. If, then, we may take 
the state ments of the President, and of those of 
the Secretary of the Interior—and I do not know 
who should better know the facts of its practical 
working—the Government, so far from being the 
loser from making these grants, is largely a gainer 
hy this course of policy, in a pecut iary point of 
view. These gifts which accrue to the State, and 
not to companies, by the General Government, 
W hat then do 


gentlemen mean by talking about Government 


are returned, increased four fold. 


giving away its lands—about the Government 


+ 


civing away its resources—about the Government 


sacrificing the public property for the benefit of 
speculators and railroad companies? The settlers, 
as | have already said, are greatly benefited by 
the grant; not only those who have resided in the 
vicinity for some time, and the value of whose 
property is, of course, enhanced four fold, but 
those who wish to purchase now readily take up 
the land at $2 50 an acre when they would not 
have taken them at fifty cents an acre before the 
grant was made. 

But the gentleman from Tennessee seemed to 
have considerable concern about the prosperity of 
the State of Illinois. He deeply lamented that 
the State had not taken different action with refer- 
ence to it—such action as would have redounded 
more to its pecuniary advantage. Sir, | was very 
much astonished to find that a gentleman, who is 
usually 80 well informed upon all subjects con- 
nected with our action here, should have fallen 
into so grave and serious an error in reference to 
this matter. He estimates the cost of the road 
at $9,000,000. Why, sir, $17,000,000 is the low- 
est eum that has ever been fixed as the cost of the 
construction of this road. 

A Memser. How longis it? 
eee ae red and four miles. 
Seve ars have been negotiated by 
the company, and a greater part of that sum has 
already been actually expended in the construc- 
tion of the road. So that, so far from the entire 
cost of the road being $5,000,000, as the gentleman 
states, $17,000,000 have already been negotiated, 
a greater part of it in Europe, and brought by the 
company into the State of Illinois, and there ex- 
pended. Now, I ask, under these « ircumstances, 


who is injured? Who are the parties that are in- | 


jured? From whom is money taken? Not from 
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the settler. There is no oppression upon him; he 
will tell you how much he is benefited byit. Not 
the State, for | hold in my hand the message of 
the executive of Illinois, delivered but a very few 
days ago to the Legislature of that State, in which 
he refers, exultingly, to the effects and conse- 
quences of the speedy construction of the Central 
railroad in Illinois. I take occasion to say that 
three pages of the pamphlet copy of that message 
are altogether occupied with notices of the most 
flattering kind of the State, progress, history, and 
etlects of that road upon the interests of the State. 
Ihe State, then, is satisfied; nay, more, she is de- 


lichted. The settler, also, is more than well pleased. 





‘The General Government announces, in its most 


solemn form, its entire satisfaction with the results 


of this policy. The com; any are left to take care 
of themselves; but they ought to, as | hope they 


will, remut erate themselves well for what they are 


doing, What have they done? This land was not 


civen by Congress to them, but it was given by 
Congress to the State. The State had become 
deeply in debt, in consequence of attempting to 


build this very same road, among otners, some 


vo. Her credit was so depressed 
! 
Is 


sixteen years a 


were ony 


but a short time since that her bon 
worth thirty-five cents in the market. Of course, 
therefore, she could notthink of embarking in this 
great enterprise. She could not have raised money 
enough to have provided even for the survey of the 
road. What did she do? And itis that which the 
ventleman from Tennessee denounces her so much 
for. She knows well, by dear-bought experience, 
that these works are best made by private compa 
nies or individuals. Well, here was a company of 
centlemen whocame forward and said to the State, 
‘Weare railroad men; we have the means, or can 
raise them, to build the road, and although its 
length is seven hundred and four miles, vet we 
wili undertake to build it, to put it in complete run- 
ning order, and have it in operation in four years, 
upon certain conditions: transfer to us the lands, 
and in four years your railroad shall be finished 
and in oper ition, and in addition to that we will 
give you 7 per cent. of the gross proceeds (equal, 
of course, to 14 per cent. ot the net proc eeds ) of 
the road for ever.’’ I say equal, of course, to 14 
per cent., because everybody knows that it costs 
50 per cent. to operate a railroad. The State chart- 
ered the company, transferred these lands to tru 
tees for their be nefit, and they were to have them 
till the road was completed. Well, in this state 
of facts they set about to work; they negotiate 
$17,000,000; they spend their time, nightand day, 
for four long years, and who should complain if, 
while benefiting ev erybody else, they themselves 
Why should 
that occasion indignation against the company? 
When these individuals have proposed, on fair 
and honorable terms, to construct this road for the 
State of lilinois, why denounce them as specula- 
tors, who are to make so much outof thecountry? 
I dare say they will make what they deserve to 
make, and no more. They deserve much for their 
enterprise, their energy, and their liberality. Our 
State feels it, and she is content with the bargain 
she has made with them. Why then should the 
gentleman from Tennessee complaM on this ac- 
count of the State of Illinois? 

None of these grants have been made by Con- 
gress to monopolies; and, for aught | know, the 
grant to be made by the bill now under considera- 
tion to the State of Wisconsin, will be used by 
the State itself to build the road. I know of no 
company in connection with it. Atany rate, the 
State will do as she thinks proper about it; and I 
take it that one of the sovereign States of this 
Union may be intrusted with her own affairs. 
Wisconsin may well be trusted to take care of her 
own affairs. But the gentleman from New Jersey, 
[Mr. SKELTON,] who spoke on the same side of 
this question with the gentleman from Tennessee, 
is greatly alarmed that if these things go on the 


should reap some benefit from it? 


new States will become the prey and victims of 


companies. 
Mr. KERR. I will ask the gentleman a ques- 
|} tion. I understand that there is now a railroad 


tl 
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running from Milwaukie to the Mississippi river. 
Now, | would ask the gentleman whether the pro- 
posed route of this railroad does not run exactly 
parallel with that road for a considerable distance? 
1 learn likewise that the Milwaukie and Missis- 
sippi road was built by individual enterprise. I 
ask for information merely. Will not this acheme 
greatly conflict with the Milwaukie and Missis- 
Sip} 1 road 

Mr. BISSELL. 
the Committee on Public Lands, will answer the 
ventieman. 

Mr. DISNEY. With the permission of the 


rentleman from Llinois, | will reply to the inter- 


My friend, the chairman of 


rogatory of the gentleman. There were two 
roads asked for by the peopie of Milwaukie one 
running east and west to Prairie du Chien on the 
Mississippi, the other running northwestwardly 
from Milwaukie to La Crosse. The roads pro- 
vided for in the pending bill run north and south. 
(it the two roads asked for bv the people of Ni l< 
waukie, the one proposed to be run northwest- 
wardly from that town to La Crosse was decided 
rainst by the Committee on Public Lands 


Mr. CUTTING. If the chairman of the com- 


mittee will permit me, | will ask the gentleman from 


lilinoisaquestion. In regard to the answer that has 


‘ la 
rmation, t desire 


‘ 


st been given, for mv own inf 


. little more particularity; and | will y that this 
particular bill in favor of the State of Wisconsin, 


} 


which had for its apparent object the uniting of 





the great inland sea of Lake Superior with the 
Atl tie ithe Gi : °-M ’ adit .¢ 
tiantic and the gull of WlexXico, seemed >me to 
be a most important one; but | was yesterday 
waited upon by the president of 
and Mississippi railroad, who informed me that 
the mayor of that city w is here, ar 1 that he had 
} }- | ~—_ * y . 
called on the Senators from Wisconsin, and that 


‘ ‘ 
the iWiilwaukie 


one of them had admitted that he was in error in 
regard to the route which was proposed by this 


bill. A map was produced and exhibited to me, 

and by that map it seemed that as regards this 
ae » ol | ! ! 7 

portion of the bill, the branch railroad from Janes- 


ville by the way of Madison to the M ississipp! 
' 





river hat that branch railroad proposed to be 

It by means of the Government lands, for a 
distane e of from forty to Sixty miles, runs nearly 
parallel with and within an inconsiderable distance 
from this road that has been built by the great 


exertions of the people of that new State, avainat 
hope almost, and which is now nearly completed 
from Milwaukie to Madison, being one of the 
points through which this road runs. 

Now, while I regret that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Bissecv] 


rupted in the very interesting remarks which he 


' ' 
iould have been inter- 


was making when the question was propounded 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Kerr,} and partially answered by the chairman 
of the committee who rey orted this bill, yet it 
seemed to me that the answer was not spe ific 
enough, or at all satisfac tory. For myself, I have 
this to say, that whenever the General Govern- 
ment take their funds, or take their public lands 
for the purpose of conferring them upon individ- 
uals or States, with the direct appropriation of 
them to a purpose antagonistic to, and clashing 
with individual enterprise, and destructive of that 
which individuals have done, with their private 
capital and their personal means, a for one, will 
frownuponand oF poseany su h use of the Govern- 
ment patrenage and Government means against 
the single-handed efforts of humble and compara- 
tively powerle 23 individuals: and more especially 
when they come from a new and thinly settled 
country like that through which the Milwaukie 
road runs. 

»y looking at the m ip, in reference to the ratl- 
road from Milwaukie to Madison, it will be seen 
that the road contemplated by this bill is ! 
down upon the line, and along side of the former 
for a considerable distance. And you now pro- 
pose to five to the State the right to the alter) te 
sections of land lying fifteen miles on each side of 
it, where a railroad already runs, ard the land 


may be taken from the very ne¢ ighborhood of the 
existing railroad. 
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[ submit to the friends of this bill that we 
ought to have a clear and explicit understanding 
about this matter. It would be unbecoming this 
body to legislate to the prejudice of the rights of 
individuals. If it be true that the branch road 
proposed to be built from Janesville, by way of 
Madison, to the St. Croix river, does run along 
side of this private road—for the building of which 
the inhabitants of that State are entitled to the 
greatest possible credit—it is essential, and due to 
the House, that the matter should be plainly un- 
derstood. Weare compelled, in a great degree, 
to act and vote upon faith. We rely upon the 
representations of honorable members from other 
portions of the country for what relates to their 
districts. We are strangers to them, and we 
ought, before being called upon to vote, and pos- 
sibly to do injustice, particularly when intimations 
of injustice to individuals are made, to have the 
subject clearly explained. This bill ought not to 
be acted upon by conscientious men until an op- 
portunity has been given to them to look into it 
themselves, and more especially so when the ex- 
planations which have been made are not satis- 
factory. . 

There is a map,in the committee room below, 
of the whole United States, upon which is traced 
the line of the Milwaukie road, and all that gen- 
tlemen have to do is to jook at this map and see 
there these railroads laid down. It is now proposed 
to endow the State, in order that it, or its grantees, 
may become competitors, and that they may build 
a rival road, by means of donations of public 
lands. The land upon each side, even of the ex- 
isting road, is given by this bill in order to accom- 
Nish it. 

If these are the facts—and I profess to know 
nothing of this matter, except from information 
given to me by responsible gentlemen from that 
vortion of the country—they ought to be known. 
presume the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands |Mr. Disney] will enlighten us, for 
we really want light upon this subject. 

Mr. DISNEY. I will do so after the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Bisse.v] shall have finished his 
remarks. 

Mr. BISSELL. Upon the subject to which the 
question of the gentleman from New York relates, 
I have not informed myself. I have not looked 
into the details of this bill, for I did not mean, af- 
ter all, that the remarks [ made should be partic- 
ularly in favor of this bill, any more—though just 
as much—than in favor of any other bill now, or 
which may hereafter be, before us. 

My object was to vindicate the policy of it, so 
far as our experience, connected with the history 
of the Illinois Central railroad was concerned, as 
that was the burden of the speech of the gentle- 
man from ‘Tennessee [Mr. Jones] in opposition 
to this bill. 

i suppose this, however, and I would say, in 
answer to the question propounded by the gen- 





tleman from New York, [Mr. Curtine,] that this - 


rrant is so made to the State of Wisconsin. She 
has a great deal of legislation to enact before this 
goes into practical operation. [ think that we 
may quite as safely leave the interests of her cit- 
izens in her own hands, as to take charge of 
those interests ourselves, whether those citizens 
comprise a railroad company or be individuals. 
That is all I have to say in reference to that 
branch of the subject. 

When I was occupying the floor before, [ think 
I did show that in the grant to the State of Ilinois— 
so similar to the one now before us, that the one 
may be taken in all respects as the type of the 
other—that none of the parties interested had 
been injured, but that all had been benefited. I 
vive the statements of the President cf the United 
States, and of the Secretary of the Interior, with- 
out detaining the House by reading them, that the 
Treasury of the General Government is benefited 
by this policy. I give the statement formerly 
made by the Executive of the State of Illinois, 
that it has operated most beneficially upon that 
State, and of course upon her citizens. My own 
experience, and I believe the experience of others 
who have had any knowledge of this policy, is to 
the same effect, that the settlers are benefited by 
it. As for the company which is engaged to 
build this railroad, | apprehend gentlemen care 
very little about them; though I think, as I said be- 
fore, they ought to make money. Seeing nothing, 
therefore, in the argument of the gentleman from 





Tennessee, and knowing nothing after five or six 
years reflection upon the subject, that inclines me 
to doubt the wisdom of this policy, I am in favor 
of all such bills; and in local matters which may 
affect particular States, I leave all those States to 
regulate and take care of themselves; as, for in- 
stance, that which was brought to view by the gen- 
tleman from New York. I think that matter is 
better in the hands of the Legislature of Wisconsin 
than here. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
SKELTON] the other day seemed to manifest a great 
deal of anxiety lest the western States might be- 
come victims to monopolizing companies. There 
may be some danger of that, but I think the west- 
ern States are shrewd enouch to look to theirown 
interests. At any rate, 1] do not hardly think it 
is becoming in a gentleman from New Jersey to 
lecture the western States upon the subject of mo- 
nopolies, yielding up sovereignty, and all that sort 
of thing, to railroad or canal companies. 

Mr. SKELTON. I hope the gentleman will 
allow meto say a very few words upon this point. 

Mr. BISSELL. I cannot yield to the gentle- 
man. I shall finish what I have to say in a few 
moments. I have merely to remark again, that I 
think it is hardly the part of a representative from 
the State of New Jersey to give us lectures or 
lessons upon that subject. Why, is the State of 
New Jersey itself anything except a railroad com- 
pany? Is not the legislation of the State in the | 
hands of one or two railroad companies? I be- 
lieve her entire sovereignty is in the keeping of 
a railroad company, or the president thereof. 
[Laughter.] Indeed, I am not certain but the | 
broad seal of the State has been handed over to | 
some of these companies, and is now in the pos- 
session of these same companies. I do not know 
that it is so, but I think the Camden and Amboy 
Railroad Company would like to be in possession 
of it,at anyrate. However, I received theadmo- 
nitions of the gentleman from New Jersey with a 


great deal of good will, and I really hope my State 


will profit by it. 

Mr. DISNEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. SKELTON. I would like to saya few 
words in reference to the imputations that have 
been cast upon the State which I have the honor 
in part to represent. Indeed, sir, I presume | 
may claim the right as a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. 
right as a matter of privilege. 

Mr. DISNEY. I will yield the floor to the 
gentleman from New Jersey, but I wish him to un- 
derstand that I do so only for a very few moments. 

Mr. LETCHER. I rise to a question of order. 
I submit that the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Dis- 
NEY,| having once spoken upon this bill, is not 
entitled to the floor to speak upon it again until all 
those who wish have spoken. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
has not had the floor upon the proposition to com- 
mit. 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman 
speech upon the bill, at any rate. 

TheSPEAKER. But not upon the motion to 
commit. 

Mr.SKELTON. I have but very few words to 
say upon this subject. If it had not been that the 
reputation of my State has been assailed upon this 
floor, I should not have risen to reply to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Illinois. But I con- 
sider it the duty of a member, representing a State 
of the character which the State of New Jersey 
possesses in this Union, to allow no imputation to 
be thrown upon her. 

Wein New Jersey have always been strongly 
in favor of State rights. We have, in looking 
back upon our past history, shown to the Amer- 
ican people and to the world that we are capable 
of self-government. 

The time was when our number of inhabitants 
was very small, that the whole power of the Brit- 
ish Government took possession of our territory, 
but the people of New Jersey even then never 
yielded for a moment, but fought bravely for their 
rights; and they eventually succeeded in driving 
from their soil, after the most bloody and sangui- 
nary battles of the Revolution, the most desperate 
enemy that this country has ever known. It 
would not be becoming the representatives of New 
Jersey at this time to allow the other States of 
this Union to undertake to dictate to them on ques- 


tions of domestic policy, nor yet to cast asper- 
| sions upon them. 


made a 


The gentleman has no such | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





y 

Feb. 28, 

With regard to these railroad companies, and 
chartered companies generally throughout the 
United States, | am not the defender of them. | 
wish it to be distinctly understood that what [ 
have to say is not in defense of chartered corpo 
rations anywhere, but in defense of the fair fame 
independence, and liberties of the people of a soy. 
ereign State. 

Sir, | could show this House, if my time al- 
lowed—but | do not propose to trespass on the 
courtesy tendered me by the gentleman from Ohio 
—that the people of New Jersey not only have 
the power of self-government, but that they have 
the capability; and not only that, but that they 
have always been careful to respect and protect 
the rights and interests of the people of the other 
States of the Union. 

Now, | wish to say to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois, and to all other gentlemen who may rise 
upon this floor, and make reflections upon the State 
of New Jersey, that we are a sovereign State, and 
that we have the right, the capability, and the de- 
termination to govern ourselves, and our own loca} 
institutions in our own way 

Mr. COBB, (interrupting.) I hope that the 
gentleman from New Jersey will not enter into a 
discussion of the question of State rights, for if 
we once get upon that question we shall never do 
any business during this Congress. Weall know 
that New Jersey is capable of taking care of her- 
self, and she sends sons here who are more than 
capable of taking care of her interests. 

The SPEAKER. It is competent for a gentle- 
man holding the floor to yield it to another for 
explanation only, and if objection is made, the 
Chair must decide that the gentleman from New 
Jersey is indulging in remarks which are not in 
order. 

Mr. SKELTON. Do I understand the Chair 
to decide that my remarks are not in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it is 
competent to the gentleman from Ohio, having the 





| floor, to yieldit to the gentleman from New Jersey 


for explanation only. 

Mr. SKELTON. That is what I am attempting 
todo. I am explaining my course in debating 
this question, and defending the reputation of my 
State. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must endeavor 
to draw a distinction between mere explanation 
and a speech, and if any member calls the atten- 
tion of the Chair to it the Chair must rule the re- 
marks of the gentleman out of order. 

Mr. COBB. I am always very much inter- 
ested in the speeches of the gentleman from New 
Jersey, but I desire to facilitate the business of 
the House. 

Mr.SKELTON. Well, I will take my seat 
now. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Alabama call the gentleman from New Jersey to 
order? 

Mr. COBB. I hate to do it, and [ hope he will 
quit without being called to order. 

The SPEAKER. If not objected to by any 
member, the gentleman from New Jersey can pro- 
ceed with his remarks 

Mr. DISNEY. With every disposition to ex- 
tend to the gentleman from New Jersey all the 
courtesy which the proprieties of the case will ad- 
mit of, still I confess that I feel unwilling to yield 
the floor to him to make any very extended re- 
marks. 

Mr. SKELTON. I will not trespass on the 
courtesy of the gentleman and of the House, but 
will reserve my remarks for some other occasion. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I presume that my 
friend and colleague (Mr. Disney] is about to make 
the closing speech on this bill. 

Mr. DISNEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I desire to make a few remarks 
about it, and I should like to do so now, if it be 
agreeable tomy colleague. He will have the priv- 
ilege to close the debate, and it may be that unless 
the opportunity be afforded me now, I shall not 
have itatall. « : 

Mr. DISNEY. My whole purpose and object 
has been to afford to every gentleman upon this 
floor ample opportunity to examine all the pro- 
visions of the bill, and to do it in every possible 
position in which the case might be considered. 
The bill has met with my deliberate approval and 
judgment, after a calm and dispassionate examin- 
ation; and, confident in the justice and validity of 
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my conclusion, I shall not avoid or shrink from 
any examination, no matter from what quarter it 
may come. And, sir, at least in all matters of this 
sort there are but one or two questions which re- 
quire investigation or consideration. 

My purpose in rising here was rather more to 
make one or two statements of facts than to go into 
any general or extended argument in regard to the 
provisions of the bill, or its operation; but being up, 
it occurs to me that it might be well that I should 
say a word or two in relation to some questions 
connected with it generally, as not belonging to 
this bill merely but to kindred bills. 

And let me first advise the House, that since 
this question was last before oa have found that 
I was inadvertently led into an error in regard to 
the quantity of land involved in this grant. I 
have, however, since the time which has elapsed, 
had the draughtsman of the Committee on Public 
Lands to give me his regular official statement. 
From that I find that I have overstated the quan- 
tity of land which is proposed to be granted. I 
have heard out of doors, as I suppose every 
member of this committee has, all sorts of stories 
in reference to these pending railroads. I have 
heard, to a greater or less extent, the same kind of 
stories in regard to almost every railroad bill 
pending before Congress. I had heard that the 
amount of land involved in the grant, instead of 
being 2,500,000, was 3,700,000 acres. Now, let 
me say to the House, that in making up these 
statements, the course of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands has been this: Before they have re- 
ported a bill to the House they require their 
draughtsman, from an examination of a map of 
the public lands, to make an estimate of the quan- 
tity of the land to be embraced in the grant. In 
this case, as I have already stated, { inadvertently 
took up the wrong statement. J have now, how- 
ever, the statement made by the draughtsman 
before me. It appears thatthe amount involved 
in the bill, instead of being 2,500,000 acres, is only 
1,692,320 acres. Iam asked, ** What is the length 
of the road ?’’ and | advertto the question, because 
it is put in reference to the ascertaining of the 
quantity of land. 

Now the gentleman will here bear in mind that 
in these bills the grant is limited to the selection of 
lands within a range of fifteen miles on either side 
of the proposed road, and if the General Govern- 
ment has Taneeed of, or in any manner alienated 
the land within that limit, the road gets none. 
Consequently, to make up the calculation, a calm 
examination is to be made of all the public land 
lying within fifteen miles of the proposed road. 
These estimates are made from the maps, which 
show all the locations, and the particular subdi- 
visions, of the public domain, within the bounds 
of the indicated route. 

I repeat it, the quantity of land proposed to be 
granted in this bill, as embraced in both routes, 
18 1,692,320 acres; and that that quantity, in con- 
nection with that which will be cranted to another 
road, which the Committee on Public Lands have 
determined to report favorably upon to the House 
—the Prairie du Chien road—will not make the 
grant for railroad purposes to the State of Wis- 
consin exceed the amount to which she will be 


entitled, taking the grant to Illinois as the unit of 


comparison. So much for the equity of the matter. 

Lest I forget it, let me now advert to the matter 
which was presented by the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Currine.] He finds a difficulty in 
his way, in the fact that a railroad is started from 
Milwaukie, running for part of the distance, as 
he supposes, nearly parallel to the road provided 
for in the bill; and he thinks it a hardship and an 
imprepriety for the Government to come forward 
and give its aid to one road to the injury of another. 
Now, let me say, in the first place, both these 
routes are individual and private enterprises. 

Mr. CUTTING. Both which routes? 

Mr. DISNEY. All of them. The State of 
Wisconsin, speaking through its State Legisla- 
ture, which, we are bound to presume, is amply 
competent to decide what routes are important to 
the interests of that State, have indicated, not the 
route spoken of by the gentleman from New 
York, but the route indicated by the pending bill. 
I repeat it, that the Legislature of Wisconsin have 
asked Congress to aid the construction of the 
roads provided for in the pending bill, while the 
have not asked aid in favor of the road of whic 
the gentleman speaks. 


Mr. CUTTING. I would ask the gentleman 
why the Legislature of Wisconsin should ask for 
public lands, if a road is constructed, or nearly 
finished, to Madison, by private enterprise; or so 
nearly completed that it is entirely graded to 
Madison, and in relation to which nothing is left 
to be done but to put down the rails—what, I say, 
could the Legislature ask for a road of that de- 
scription? 

Mr. DISNEY. I understand the gentleman 
complains of the competition of the roads south 
and east of Madison. Let me say to the gentle- 
man, that as far as the pending bill is concerned 
the company gets no land south of Madison. 
There is not, in my bill, any aid proposed to be 
given by the General Government to the com- 
pany mentioned in the bill, by a grant of lands 
south of the town of Madison, because there are 
no public lands there. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I wish to 
ask the gentleman from Ohio a question. 

Mr. DISNEY. I dislike to be interrupted. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Curtine] made an issue upon this 
floor in reference to this matter. The gentleman 
representing the Milwaukie district [Mr. Wetts] 
is now in the House, and is prepared, or ought to 
be prepared, to speak for that place, and I hope 
the gentleman from Ohio will allow that gentleman 
to rise in his place and speak for Milwaukie. 

Mr. DISNEY. I was about to proceed and 
state 

Mr. WENTWORTH, (interrupting.) 1 shall 
vo for this bill if the gentleman from Milwaukie 
is for it, and I want him to speak, and let the 
House know his views upon this subject. 

Mr. DISNEY. I have said that the Legislature 
of Wisconsin, familiar as of necessity they must 
be with the value and the condition of the re- 
spective roads within her limits, have selected and 
indicated the roads provided for in this bill as the 
most important to that State; and this fact ought 
to be conclusive with this House in regard to their 
action upon it. 

Mr. PECKHAM. How? 

Mr. DISNEY. By a memorial addressed to 
Congress. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. Will the 
gentleman from Ohio allow the representative from 
Milwaukie to state his views? 

Mr. DISNEY. I will soon. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 1 wish to knowif this 
bill is the united wish of the inhabitants of Mil- 





waukie? If so, I shall vote for it, and I hope the 


gentleman from Ohio will give that gentleman an 
opportunity to speak, 

Mr. DISNEY. I will allow the gentleman a 
brief statement. 

Mr. WELLS. The gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Wenrworru] has called upon me to say 
whether I acquiesce in this measure. I would 
reply that I have been opposed to it. I opposed 
it before the committee. I have no hesitation in 
saying that it is generally considered as unfavor- 
able to the Milwaukie and Lake Shore interests. 
The bill having passed the Senate came to the 
House. The majority of the committee were in 
favor of it. The rest of the delegation from Wis- 
consin were known to advocate its passage; and 
I had concluded not to make open opposition to 
it on this floor, with the understanding that my 
colleague would also remain silent, and that we 
should leave the House to pass upon its merits, 
after both sides had been fairly presented by those 
not immediately interested. I have adopted this 
course, too, in the hope that it would secure a 
favorable consideration to other bills, which 
would directly benefit the interests which I more 
immediately represent. 

Mr. DISNEY. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Wisconsin whether he intends to vote for 
the bill now under consideration? 

Mr. WELLS. I have some question about it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, desired to obtain 
the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
cannot yield to more than one gentleman at a 
time. 

Mr. SMITH. I yield, of course, to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, over the way, to answer 
the question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Disney] is entitled to the floor; but yielded 

| to the gentleman from Wisconsin for the purpose 






of explanation. The Chair therefore could not, 
of course, award the floor to a third person. 

Mr. WELLS. I suppose [ have the right to 
answer affirmatively or negatively, or neither. In 
the present condition of things, I prefer not to 
answer at all, but to wait the further action of the 
House. 

Mr. COBB. I hope the gentleman from Wis- 
consin will say one way or the other, whether he 
will vote for the bill or not? 

Mr. WELLS. I have nothing further to say 
upon the subject for the present. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. Does the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, then, refuse to answer 
the question ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
must remember that the gentleman from Ohio is 
upon the floor, and has only yielded to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin for the purpose of explana- 
tion. 

Mr. DISNEY. I have stated one fact, which, 
if duly reflected upon, must be conclusive with 
every gentleman of the committee with regard to 
the difficulty which has been raised. 

{A message was here received from the Senate, 
by Asspury Dicks, its Secretary, informing the 
FHlouse that they had passed Senate bills of the 
following titles, in which he was instructed to ask 
the concurrence of the House: 

An act (No. 40) making a grant of land to the 
State of Arkansas, to aid in the construction of 
certain railroads in said State. 

An act (No. 74) making a grant of land to the 
State of California, to aid in the construction of 
railroads from San Francisco to San José; Benicia 
to Marysville; Sacramento City, via Auburn, to 
Nevada City, and Stockton to Sonora. 

An act (No. 98) making a grant of land to the 
State of Florida, to aid in the construction of cer- 
tain railroads in said State. 

An act (No. 110) granting the State of Wiscon- 
sin land to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from Madison to the Mississippi river. 

An act (No. 173) making a grant of land to the 
States of Louisiana and Mississippi, to aid in the 
construction of certain railroads in said States. 

An act (No. 204) granting to the State of Ala- 
bama public lands in alternate sections, to aid in 
the construction of the Alabama and Tennessee 
railroad, from Selma, on the Alabama river, to 
the Tennessee river, at or near Gunter’s Landing; 
and also the Memphis and Charleston railroad, 
from Memphis, on the Mississippi river, to some 
point connecting with the Nashville, Chatanooga, 
and Charleston railroad. 

An act (No. 205) making a grant of land to the 
State of Alabama, in alternate sections, to ald in 
the construction of a railroad from the line of 
Georgia, on the Chattahoochie river, to the city 
of Mobile. ] 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to ask the 
centleman from Ohio, if he will allow me, whether 
there are any other bills before the Committee on 
Public Lands to aid in the construction of rail- 
roads in the State of Wisconsin? 

Mr. DISNEY. The committee, as I have al- 
ready stated, have reported another bill, to aid in 
the construction of a railroad from Madison, in 
Wisconsin, westward to Prairie du Chien, and 
that seems to be the understanding of the com- 
mittee to be the share that State is entitled to. 
The committee have endeavored to apportion these 
grants among the different States in which the 
public lands are located, so as to place them all 
upon an equality with the State of Illinois, and I 
apprehend that remark covers the information 
which the gentleman from Virginia desires. 

Mr. SMITH. I apprehend not. 

Mr. DISNEY. Then I do not understand the 
point the gentleman would make. 

Mr. SMITH. The point I refer to is this: I 
want to understand how many propositions to 
appropriate land for the benefit of Wisconsin are 
before the C&mmittee on Public Lands? We 
have been told that there are one hundred and 
seventy in all before that committee; I want to 
know how many are for the benefit of Wisconsin ? 

Mr. DISNEY. It matters not whether there 
are one or five hundred. 

Mr. SMITH. But will the gentleman answer 
the question ? 

Mr. DISNEY. I have said that the committee 
have reported one bill which is now before the 

i House, and that they have agreed to report an- 
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Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It has not wee 
the Senate yet. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
some time before it does 

Mr. HENN. I hope all the bills on the Speak- 
er’s table will be taken up and referred. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I trust that 
will be pursued. 

Mr. JONES. If any bill gives rise to de! 
[ shall insist on my motion. 

The SPEAKER. If the motion that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union is withdrawn, the business 
on the Speaker’s table is now in order. 

Mr. JONES. I withdraw it for the present. 

‘The following bills were then taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a first and second time b ry 
their respective titles, and several ly referred, as 
indicated below: 
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The following resolution “ bills were then 
read a first and second time, by their respective 
titles, and referred, as indicated below: 

A resolution accepting 
Is presented by her Britannic 
ernment to the United States. 
Committee on the Library. 

An act for the relief of Ira Day, 
Referred to the 
Post Roads. 

An act making a grant of land to the State of 
Louisiana, to aid in the constructioh of a railroad 
in said State. Referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

An act making a grant of land to the State of 
lowa, in alternate sections, to aid in the construc- 
tion of certain railroads in said State. Referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

An act making a grant of land tothe State of 
Arkansas, to aid in the construction of certain 
railroads in said State. Referred to the Commit- 
Lands. 
making a erant of land to the State of 

to aid in the construc tion of railroads 
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Committee Public Lands. 

An act making a grant of land to the State of 
Florida, to aid in the construction of certain rail- 
roads in that State. Referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

An act granting to the State of Wisconsin land 
to aid in the construction of a railroad from M; 1di- 
to the Mississippi river. Referred to 
Committee on Public Lands. 

An act making a grant of land to the States of 
Louisiana and Mississippi, to aid in the constr 
tion of certain railroads in said States. 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

An act granting to the State of Alabama + public 
lands, in alternate sections, to aid in thec cleats . 
tion of the Alabama and Tennessee railroad, from 
Selma, on the Alabama river to the Tennessee 
river, at or near Gunter’s Landing; and, also, the 
Memphis and Charleston railroad, from Memphis, 
on the Mississippi, to some point connecting the 
Nashville, Chattanooga, and Charleston railroad: 
referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

An act making a grant of land to the State ; 
Alabama, in alternate sections, to aid in the con- 
struction ofa railroad from the line of Georgia, on 
Chattahoochie river, to the city of Mobile, in 
Alabama; referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mir. DAWSON. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
‘Mr. Ops in the chair.) 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


When the committee last 
rose, they had under consideration House bill 
(No. 37) reported from the Committee on Agri- 
culture by Mr. Dawson, ‘* to encourage agricul- 
ture, commerce, manufactures, and all other 
branches of industry, by granting to every man 
who is the head of a family, and a citizen of the 
United States, a homestead of one hundred : 
sixty acres of land out of the public domain, upon 
condition of oc cupancy an 1d cultivation of the same 
during the period herein spec ified.’’ General de- 
bate having closed by order of the House, the 
committee will now proceed to consider the bil! 
by sections. The Clerk will report the first sec- 
tion of the bill. 

The first section of the bill was then read by the 
Clerk, as follows: 

‘© Be it enacted, §c., That any person who is the head of 
a family, and a eitizen of the United States, shall, from and 
after the passage of this act, be entitled to enter, tree of « 
ohe quarter section of vacant and unappropriated public 
lands, or a quantity equal thereto, to be located in a body 
in conformity with the legal subdivisions of the publi 
lands, and atter the same shall have been surveyed.” 

Mr. COBB. I desire to offer an amendment to 
the section just read. Before 1 offer it, | wish 
to say, if, after a thorough consideration of this 
bill, it should not be so perfected as to meet my 
approbation, that I intend to offer the substitute 
of which J gave notice some little time ago, and 
which has already been printed. The amend- 
ment which I now propose to offer to the first : sec- 
tion, is to strike out all after the word “ any,”’ in 
the third line, and insert the following: 
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free white person, the head of a family and citizen of the 
United States, or any single free white mate person ot Ui 
age of twenty-one and upwards, a citizen of the United 
States, shall, from and after the passage of this act, be en- 
titled to enter, free of cost, one hundred and sixty acres, 
subject to private entry at $1 25 per acre, either In the 
States or Territories, of any vacant surveyed agricultur al 
lands not reserved or appropriated, and which shall not 
interfere with any existing rights, or a quantity equal there- 
to, to be located in a Sody, in conformity with the legal 
subdivisions of the public lands. 

The committee will find, upon comparing the 
amendment I propose with the first section, that 
there are several material differences. In the first 
place, it proposes to grant one hundred and sixty 
acres of land to a single man who may have ar- 
rived at the age of twenty-one, and who may 
choose to make a location upon the public lands, 
the same as is proposed by this bill to be given to 
head of families. I consider this an important 
amendment. 

The amendment proposes, in the second place, 

i that no Jands shall be located upon, except agr!- 
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in whieh the price has been raised to $2 50 an 
re, and upon mineral lands. These are import- 
features I think they will strike every mem 
her of the committee as such, and I am satisfied, 
from several consultations I have had with the 
rman of the Committee on Agriculture, {Mr. 
Dawson,] that he cannot interpose any very seri- 
tions to the adontion of the amendment. 
I do not know a I need say more at pres- 
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Mr. “‘DAWS SON. I think it will be the best 
policy for the friends of the bill to adhere to it as 
reported, and pass it in its original form. There 
are, it Is true, some arguments to be adduced 
support of t he amendment of the gentleman from 
Alabama, but I think that, upon examination, it 
will be found that it contains so mauy proposi- 
tions ina single sentence that its interpretation 
will be rendered very ambiguous, if adopted by 
the committee. 

It proposes to amend, in the third line of the 
section, by extending the privileges of the bill to 
singie as well as married men. Now,!I do not 
object to thaty roposition, and would agree at once 
to its adoption, but I fear that it may possibly en- 
danger the passage of the bill. It will be bad 
policy for us to propose to do ton much at once. 
I prefer, the more certainty 


to secure the passage 
of the bi 


|, to confine its operation, in the first in- 
stance, to the heads of families 
The last part of the ventleman’s amendment is 
He wishes to confine the entries to 
lands, the minimum value of which is only $1 25 
an acre, thereby intending to exclude the alternate 
sections reserved in the various railroad grants 
that have been made by Congress if the com- 
mittee see proper to adopt it, I have no objection 


Ao it, but it is ill-timed and out of pl ice. 


out of rn! ire. 


If intro- 
duced at all, it would come in properly in the 
seventeenth line of the lastsection. I would, there- 
fore, suggest to the gentleman from Als abama, that 
he should divide his amendment, and offer it 


separately. Some of the nrop ltions contained 


init | shall not object to: but I trust that 





the 
its present 
shape, and endeavor to ao it through without 
any materia! alterations 


friends of the bill will ad here to it In 
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Mr. DEAN. I move to amend the amendment 
of the gentleman from Alabama by striking out 
— { ** State.’ ; 

gs AYLOR. How will it read then? 
me DEAN. 


It will read ** in any territory of 


the United States.” 
I am in f is re rted by the (¢ } 
mittee on of the principles of ut 





bill; and I rit in almost any form, as 
long as it contains the principle of granting one 
hundred and sixty acres of land to actual settlers 
free of cost. I desire to perfect it; 
a bill to carry out that principle will be p issed be- 
fore the adjournment of the present Congress. 

Gentlemen who have made hour speeches upon 
this subject have said that the Senate will not pass 
the bill. Now I submit to gentlemen who are in 
favor of this principle, that if we cannot get the 
whole,if we cannot providea homestead for every 
actual settler in the States, we can at least incor- 
porate the principle into the territorial bills, and 
insist that it shall be a fundamental law hereafter 
in the organization of new Territories. 

Mr. DAWSON. What gentleman who } 
ee 


made an hour speech has said that the Senate wi 


not we the bill? 
TI ‘HAIRMAN. The Chair would remind 
the ae from New York that he will hold 


that debate must bestrictly confined tothe amend 


ments ut der consideration. The ré 
therefore confine his remarks to the proposition to 
strike out ** State. 
Mr. DEAN. I am confining my remarks to 
the proposition to confine the operation of tl 
bill to the Territo1 7 s. In the States rights have 
already accrued 
The Government can sell the lands in _ States 


but if individuals choose to go ji Territo 
ries, there can be no doubt that they oucht to 
have a farm given them in return for the priva- 
tion that they must there endure. . 

Sir, this question in regard to the public lands 
ought to be taken out of Congress. The land 
within the States ought to be ceded to those State 
and they should be allowed to administer the 
own lands as , 
pending here for that purpose so far as one of 


suits themselves. There is a 


the States is concerned. But we have exclusive 


jurisdiction over the Territories, and we ought to 


exercise it, and see that this pri: le is carried 
out in the Territories, although we may not be 





able to secure itin the State 3. It I fi rthat reason 
that ] propose to strikeout the word ‘* State’ in the 


amendment of the gentleman from Alabama 


There is another reason why tl oucht to be 
done. The public lands were originally ceded by 
New York, Virginia, and other States, for the 


purpose of having them settled and formed into 
republican States: and when those republicar 
States are formed, the jurisdiction over the land 
ought to be granted to them; but, so faras the 
Territories are concerned, | insist that itis the duty 
of every friend of the homestead policy to see 
that this princeiy le is carried out strictly, and lnppire | 
to every Te rrilory hereafte r to be forme - 
Mr. COBB. Believing the eentleman’s amend 


ment wrong, I, of course, oppose it. In the first 
pl , L hold that the lands within the States be 
| eta to the Fede al Government ! uld t 
roverned, so far as settlements are concerns 1, V 


nrecisely the same law that they are in the Terri 


l 1 1 P 
tories; but I shall bring forward no argument t 


refute the gentleman’s position; I shall not at 
tempt to do it; I think it ts so obvious that it is 
hardly necessary for me to allude to it. 


But one word to the chairma of the Commit- 
tee on Acriculture, [Mr. Dawson, “(d 
the first bill here, thoug! not the first one intro- 





Oo reporte 
duced into the House, or of 1 notice wa 

given of its introduction; but bill No. 37, which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 
and next day reported back without almost an 
hour’s consi leration The amendment which i 
propose is one that was thoroughly m itured by 
the Committee on Public Lands, after due delit 

eration, for nearly one month. Can the gentle- 
man, or does he, point out one solitary provision 
in my amendment to which he objects? If he 
can or does I will pause for him to point it out 


Then h e do es not object to one siz riley rOVISION ¢ f 


my amendment; but he says that it comes in i 
time, and therefore proposes to add alone by 


piecemeal to perfect his own bill. I am for per- 
fectine a bill when | commence with its consid- 
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eration. If it be perfected before it reaches the 
point where the s entleman’s bill may be perfe 


why then w ean easily dispose of such parts ¢ 





his bill as we deem whollv and entirely imperfect 

'¥ e ( H AIRN AN. T e (hair mus ret 
the ventleman that he n t ay y ti same rule 
to hi lid t ¢ € ema 1 New York 
The en must confine his aint to op 
posi amendment to strike out the word 

Mr. COBB. That is confini: me within too 
prescribed a field. | want more sea room. {Laugh- 
tom) 

The question was then taken on the amendmen 
to the amen nent, and vas 1 

M JONI ss, of “ennessee Che first ? 
of eb , a l tands now,ts it right ] 
move tor ne pu of erte nmv esti 
mation, a slight amendment Inse ifter ‘* m 
ily’ the w is ‘* or who ht year _.7" 

» that the é 1 Ww ud 

that a | sor W ui vue 
is eig en irs of age, and a ) I is : 
sha rom and ter the passag this act, | ‘ { to 
ent t cost, one irter ( I va nt nd unap 
| i ind t } ‘ be 
i body, n 
re Pu ind und alt tl ine 1 ive t 1sut 

veyed 


Gentlemen suggest that I insert twenty-one in- 


tead of eighteen. | prefer the e of ¢€ hteen, 

use thatis the age at which your G ronment 
require mtiitaryv serv es of the me trzens of tne 
country. W hen thev are thoug npetent und 


able to perform such service | think that it is noth- 


Ing t right that they 1 be participants mm 
the benefits of a bill of tl kind 

Arain, in another part of the l, itis proposed 
that ifthe person who setties ¢ the nd shall die 
before the expiration of the five years, that then 
the rient of io tio na j t et of 
the heirs who are fourteen years ofa W hen we 
co to that part « lw 

Mr. COBB, nter { l I e toa O ‘ 
tion of orde I mp osed } m met tk e 
original | 2 a di hold iti not proper tor t 
centleman to offer an amendment, and speak to it, 


wa. motion is pending. 


SHAIRMAN The Chair overrules the 


T rder, and rules that itis in order to offer 

: ' 
’ ul y oe t to the port 1 of the rom d 
to be stricken out, in order to pnerfe it. be ethe 


vote is taken upon the motion to strike out 


Mr. JONES. When w hall come to that 


clause of the bill wl ni vide that! benefits 
na I t te niadret under fourteen years if 
i e, [ will Wve to é a 3 rteen "’ a lin 
sert.in leu thereof, ** ¢ nee . it there shall 
be no gap left in this provision l ut, al e 
time the benefits shall cease to the h dren, they 
shall acquire it in their own right. 

Acvain, there are many pers in this country 
who marrv atas early an age as eighteen; and there 
are many who,at that age, might desire to go and 
make a location of land eparatory to forming 
that union. I would desire th to be so per- 
fecf, n tif h per | he | m 

t een yeul ‘ re, 1 thet el it con 
tinue iltivate | for five ye they shall 
have al ie rigt f red by this bill. L can see 
! rood reason why it should not be so W ith 
that amendment, the section will be al tas per 
fect, in my estimation, as itcan be made. It will 
be piain, simple, al ner v 

The other | roy S10! rf e imendmet t offered 
by the gentleman from Alabama, orsome of them, 
if it be deemed right by the committee to incor- 
norate them, will come in in other parts of the bill 
mo ea ronpr ately nan int er ! 

I ho ve the committee w adont this rrié d- 
ment,and thereby provide that American citizens, 
heads of fami ies, or eighteen years of age, sha 


he embraced within the provisions of thts bi 
Mr. GREENWOOD. Would an amendmer 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Ala 


bama be now in order? 


The CHAIRMAN. 
gentleman from Tennessee is pending, and is fir 
An amendment wi!! then be! 


The amendment of the 


to be acted upon. 
order. 


Mr. GREENWOOD. TI could hear wiiat 
the proposition of the gentleman from ‘I 
weal a 

[A message was here received fi the Senate 


by the hands of Aspury Dickins, their Secretary, 
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informing the House that the Senate had passed a 


bill entitled ** An act for the relief of the pur-- 


chasers and locators of swamp and overflowed 
lands.’’ in which he was directed to ask the con- 
currence of the House; and then he withdrew. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to 
the gentleman from Arkansas, |Mr.Greenwoon,}] 
that he will have an opportunity to offer his amend- 
ment when the amendment of the gentleman from 
Alabama again comes up. The question now is 
upon the motion proposed by the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee, [Mr. Jones. ] 

Mr.READY. I would suggest to my colleague 
[Mr. Jones] that he will not effect the object 
which he has in view by the amendment he has 
proposed, I approve the principle at which he 
is aiming. If he had proposed to insert the 
words ** twenty-one years,’’ instead of ‘ eigh- 
teen,’’ [ should have given him my hearty support. 
The reason why | think twenty-one isa more suit- 
able age than eighteen, is found in part in a sub- 
sequent provision of this bill. It is provided, that 
those who propose to avail themselves of the ben- 
efit of this homestead privilege shall not be per- 
mitted to do so unless they can prove that they 
continuously reside upon their one hundred and 
sixty acres of Jand for five years. If you extend 
the provision to minors, will you not be engaged 
in a useless work? Minors are under the contro! 
of their parents; and, indeed, they may be said 
to be servants. Parents have the rizht to command 
the time and services of their children until they 
have arrived at their majority. Some gentlemen 
here say that it is notalways so. Perhaps that may 
be true, but the cases are always rare; and unless 
the individual whom you propose to benefit by this 
law is entitled to the control of his own time and 
his actions, [ think that there would be no use in 
declaring that he should be so entitled. I think, 
perhaps, that it would be endangering the bill to 
insert a useless provision of this kind; but if you 
provide that the head of a family, who is of the 
age of twenty-one years, shall have the right to 
make an entry upon the public land, provided that 
he will settle upon it and continue to reside upon 
it for five years, you then insert a provision which 
can be carried out, and the object of my colleague 
may be attained. 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Jonrs’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. YATES. I now propose the following 
amendment: To strike out the words in the third 
line, ‘* or who is the head of a family.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, the short time allowed by the 
rules of the House will not allow me to enter into 
the discussion of the merits of this bill. I am 
glad, however, that there is time enough for me 
to say that it meets with my full approbation. 
Two years ago, when the bill was pending before 
Congress, | had the good fortune to express my 
views at some length in its favor, and since that 
time I have had no reason to change my opinions. 
In fact, more mature reflection, and the inter- 
change of views with my constituents, have served 
to confirm me in my convictions, and I am now 
satisfied that the proposed measure ought at once 
to be adopted by Congress. 

The friends of the homestead bill in the last 
Congress labored hard for its passage; and so con- 
vincing were the arguments in its favor, that on 
the 12th day of May, 1852, it passed the House 
of Representatives by a vote of more than two to 
one. It went to the Senate, and from the oppo- 
sition or indifference of that body, or for the want 
of time, it failed to pass. The passage of the bill 
through the House met the sanction of the coun- 
try. It has been indorsed and commended to 
Congress by various State Legislatures. I well 
recollect, sir—and it is a pleasant recollection—that 
upon my return home at the close of the first ses- 
sion of the last Congress, | was taken by the 
hand by many a laboring man and greeted with 
warm benedictions because of the very humble 
part I had taken in favor of the measure. And 
when I told them, what I then believed, that it 
failed in the Senate for want of time, but that I 
had no doubt it would pass that body at its short 
session, they were inspired with new hope. The 
mere prospect of its passage gladdened the heart 
and brightened the eye of many a poor and home- 
less man, who had been led to look anxiously for 
a home on the public domain, and who could not 
understand why the Govérnment should, with the 
grasp of the miser, hold on to her lands unoccu- 
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pied and unimproved, while he had no home on 
earth, but had a willing heart and hand to bring 
them into settlement and cultivation. 

But the action of the Senate only brought re- 
newed disappointment. The visions of a home, 
with all its sweet and hallowed associations of fire- 
side, wife, children, and frients, vanished before 
the opposition or inaction of the Senate. But these 
hopes are now again revived, and | trust they will 
not be again disappointed. At all events, we can 
do our duty, and leave the responsibility of its 
defeat, if it is to be defeated, where it properly 
belongs. 

It would be easy to show that the General Gov- 
ernment would profit greatly by these grants to 
the actual settler; that it would greatly increase 
the value of the remaining unoccupied lands, and 
augment, toa great extent, the aggregate of na- 
tional production and prosperity. It would be 
easy to show that it would promote immigration 
to the land States, and insure their settlement and 
improvement; and that it would establish in com- 
fortable homes, and elevate in character, a large 
portion of our laboring classes, who now vain a 
scanty livelihood by the hard earnings of daily 
toil, or who, as mere tenants of the soil, hopelessly 
struggle against adverse fortune without the pros- 
pect of bettering their condition. But there is not 
time to take up these points. The small quantity 
of the public lands to be taken would not be 
missed by the Government. It is not to be sup- 
posed that more than half a million of persons 
would avail themselves of the provisions of this 
bill. And what would a half million, out of the 
ten million quarter sections of land, be to the Gov- 
ernment ? 

Mr. Chairman, that we may form some idea of 
the vast domain upon which American agriculture 
is to achieve its triumphs, I remark, that since the 
year 1802, thirteen new States (Ohio being the 
first and California the last) have been admitted 
into the Union, embracing an area of five hundred 
and six million acres of land. ‘That vast coun- 
try stretching from the northern lakes and the 
Mississippi river to the borders of California and 
the Pacific ocean, embraces an additional area of 
eleven hundred and ten million acres. There were 
of unsold and unappropriated, offered and unoffered 
lands, up to June 30, 1853, in the thirteen States 
and Territories, over thirteen hundred and sixty 
million acres apportioned in the said States and 
Territories, as designated in the following table: 

States and Territories. 

Ohio 

Indiana ... 

lilinois 4,115,969.97 

Missouri Q2,722,801.41 

Alabama 15,049,693.70 

Mississippi 9,083,655.94 

Louisiana 9,134,143.81 

Michigan 16,142,293.48 

Arkansas 15,725, 388.83 

Florida .. 29 262,674.59 

Jowa..... 22,.773,175.57 

Wisconsin 23,678,486.19 

California 113,682,436.00 

Minnesota Territory 85,225.601.41 

Oregon sé 206 349 333.00 

New Mexico 127.383.040.000 

Utah 113,589,013.00 

Northwest 338,384 000.00 

Nebraska 87,488,000.00 

Indian 119,789,440.00 


o eveee e 1,060,070,681.89 


Area of Acres. 
244,196.08 
247 339.41 


“ 
ce 
(3 
“ce 


“ 


Total... 


Thus we see how mighty is the course on which 
is to be run the great race of American labor. 
Our public domain stretches far into the West, 
over michty forests and prairies, crossing mount- 
ains and rivers, on to the Pacific ocean. Here, 
sir, is a domain boundless, and exhaustless for 
generations to come, to be applied to the great pur- 
poses of national advancement, internal improve- 
ment, and education, and to be the homes of our 
spreading millions of American freemen. Thank 
God! here is room for every son of toil. Wecan 
say to every poor laboring man, ‘* Here is room.” 
And I hope the day is now at hand, when these 
public eal shall be opened for occupation in lim- 
ited quantities to the actual settler, and when every 
homeless and houseless American citizen, and 
every poor wanderer from foreign oppression, may 
find upon this broad domain a home for himself 
and his posterity forever. 

l am no agrarian, sir. I can well see why ab- 
solute fee-simple title in the soil is not only right, 


BE. 


Feb. 28, 


————n 


' such as houses, farms, &c., essential to the com- 
fort of families and the prosperity of the State. 
But I also believe that no law or conventional 
usage, nothing, except a man’s own want of ener- 
gy or his worthlessness, should exclude him from 
a sufficiency of the earth to be tilled for the sub. 
sistence of himself and family. Shall he breathe 
the free air of Heaven, drink the pure water so 
bountifully provided, and enjoy the light of God’s 
glorious sun, without money and without price, 
and yet, of all the untold million acres of this 
green earth, not have a spot for the labor of his 
hands and the home of his heart ? 

The measure is not agrarian. It does not take 
your property and giveitto me. It gives to each 
person a portion of his own interest, or share in 
this great heritage held by the Government in trust 
forall. And if these lands were divided among 
the people, the share of each would be far more 
than that which is allowed by this bill. | repeat, 
it is notagrarian. It does not pull down, it builds 
up. It degrades no one, it elevates all. It does 
not bring down the high, but it raisesthelow. It 
does not maketherich poor, butit makes the poor 
richer, more comfortable, and more happy. Its ob- 
ject is to shed life, and light, and happiness, to plant 
in the wilderness new Commonwealths, the church, 
the school-house, and the free-hold home, and to 
push forward the car of civilization and Christian- 
ity. The effect of the bill will be not only to aug- 


, ment the aggregate of national agricultural pro- 


duction, but also to increase to a vast extent the 
amount of consumption, affording to manufacturers 
and mechanics, to commerce and navigation, new 
fields for profitand employment. It will make of 
those now helplessly poor and oppressed, inde- 
pendent free-holders, having an interest in the soil 
and in the Government, and doubly patriotic and 
attached to their country, because of the generous 
interest and care evinced by that Government in 
providing homes for them and their families. 

How shall the Government more effectually ad- 
vance its own welfare or add to its strength? Itis 
among the tillers of the soil where we most gen- 
erally find the men of strong arms and brave hearts, 
and those virtues of honesty, frugality, and firm- 
ness, and patriotism,which must ever constitute the 
tenduring and imperishable bulwarks of national 
strength and nationa. security. 

Mr. JONES. I ask the gentleman from Illinois 
to accept this modification of his amendment: 
Strike out, in the third line of the section, the 
words *‘head of a family,’’ and insert ‘*twenty- 
one years of age.”’ It will then read, ‘‘ who is 
twenty-one years of age, and a citizen of the United 
States,’’ &e. 

Mr. YATES. I will accept the modification 
proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. DENT. I would inquire of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, if, when he says ‘‘any person,” 
he means female as well as male? 

Mr. JONES. I suppose that is what it means. 

The question was put upon the adoption of the 
amendment; and, upon a division, there were— 
ayes 60, noes 20; no quorum voting. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I demand tellers 
upon the adoption of the amendment. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. JONES. I must ask that the amendment 
may be once again reported to the committee. 

It was again reported. 

Messrs. Bocock, and Lane of Indiana, were 
appointed tellers. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
able? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
amend it. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move to insert the words 
‘any male citizen over twenty-one years of age.” 

[Cries of **Oh, aed 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, I hope the gentle- 
man will make it females instead of males. These 
bachelors ought not to be given land. [A laugh.| 

Mr. McMULLIN. Several gentlemen around 
me insist that | must withdraw my amendment, 
and [ will do so. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 1 wish to offer an 
amendment to the amendment. I understand that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Yares,] as modified at the instance of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] would 


ls the amendment amend- 


It is in order to move to 


|| make the clause read, ‘‘ that any person who 1s 


| twenty-one years of age, and a citizen,” &e. 


| but necessary to insure permanent improvements, || Now, before the question is taken on that, I pro- 
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pose to amend it so as to make it read, ‘‘ thatany | 
male person who is twenty-one years of age, and 
any female person who is eighteen years of age,”’ 
&e. 

You are well aware, Mr. Chairman, although | 
»robably the committee do not understand it, that 
in the State which I have the honor, in part, to 
represent, a young lady is, by law, of age at eigh- 
teen years. The amendment suggested by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, and accepted by the 
ventieman from Illinois, seems to imply some in- 
yidious distinction between the sexes. 

| wish to avail myself of this opportunity to 
say, with the indulgence of the committee, that 
when a bill, similar to this, was up for considera- | 
tion at the last session of Congress, I felt it my 
duty, for several reasons, to oppose it. 

1 was constrained to oppose it, although it 
passed the House by a large majority, for the 
reason that the person making application ata land 
office for the benefits of the bill then under con- 
sideration, was required to file his affidavit that he 
was not the owner of any real estate, so that if an 
industrious citizen of the country had accumulated 
fifty or a hundred dollars 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a question 
of order. The time allowed for general debate on 
the bill has terminated, and we are now acting 
under the five-minutes rule, which requires that | 
gentlemen shall confine themselves to the amend- | 
ments under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so ruled. 

Mr. JONES. The provision, about which the | 
gentleman is speaking, is not in this bill at all. 
~ Mr. TAYLOR. Iam aware of that fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must con- | 
fine his remarks to the amendment. 

Mr. TAYLOR. - I am only referring, by way 
of showing my reasons for at present sustaining 
this bill. 1 shall endeavor to confine myself within 
the rules. I have the bill before me, proposed by 
an honorable gentleman who represented the State | 
of Tennessee, in part, at the last Congress, and 
who now fills the gubernatorial chair of that State. 
I shall not call the attention of the committee to 
what I do not deem important, I invite attention 
to the following: 





“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the person ap- 
plying for the benefit of this act shall, upon the application 
to the register of the land office, in which he or she is 
about to make such entry, make affidavit before the said 
register, that he or she is the head of a family, and is not | 
the owner of any estate in land at the time of such appli- | 
cation, and has not disposed of any estate in land to obtain 
the benefits of this act; and upon making the affidavit as 
above required, and filing the affidavit with the register, 
he or she shall thereupon be permitted to enter the quantity | 
of land already specified.’”°— Congressional Globe, vol. 24, 
part 2, page 1349. | 

Now,as I suggested, that was one of the reasons | 
why I felt myself constrained to vote against that 
bill at the last session. Many of my constituents, 
Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is sorry to have 
to inform the gentleman that he must confine his 
remarks to the amendment under consideration. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I will presently show the ap- 
plication of my remarks to the amendment. 

Mr. HUNT. The gentleman is perfectly in 
order to pursue that line of argument which leads | 
to the conclusion that he is pressing on the com- | 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that it is | 
not in order for the gentleman to give reasons why 
he voted against the bill at the last session on a | 
motion to insert females with males. {Laughter.] 

Mr. TAYLOR. I will show the reasons why | 
I shall now vote for the bill, if it be properly | 
framed. If the amendment which I propose be 
adopted, it will be one reason why I shall vote for | 
the bill. If 1 can get an amendment in this bill | 
which will give the young men of the country of 
twenty-one, and such of the young ladies at 
eighteen, equal benefits under it with other citizens 
of the United States, it shall have my hearty sup- 
port. Is that pertinent to the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is in order. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Now, sir, I am in favor of 
making liberal grants to the States for railroad 
purposes, if you please, in alternate sections, as 
is proposed by the chairman of the Committee | 
on Public Lands, (Mr. Diswey.] Or: a reéxara- 
ination of this bill, especially that framed by my 
friend before me, (Mr. Dawson,] which avoids 
many of the improprieties and inconsistencies of | 
the bill of the last Congress, I am constrained to 
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believe that it is only a portion of the same policy, 
which I have invariably advocated, of granting 
land in alternate sections for railroad purposes, 
to the States of the Union. I think that [am only 
enlarging it when [ grant to each of the individual 
settlers of the country the same alternate quarters 
of sections. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to know 
whether the amendment is susceptible of division. 
There is one portion of it which | am unwilling 
to vote for. There is another which I.can sup- 
port. I can very cheerfully vote for that portion 
of the amendment which proposes to give the land 
to the young lady of eighteen, and the young gen- 
tleman of twenty-one. If he is not married, it is 
his fault. If it is not his fault, he is not entitled 
to any land. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. How many un- 
married men did you command in Mexico? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not mean to say 
anything personal to the gentleman. [Laughter. } 

Mr. JONES. I do not expect anything under 
the bill. I waive all right. 

Mr. DENT. Is an amendment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not, there being an 
amendment to an amendment now pending. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs 
upon the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
amend the amendment by inserting after the word 
‘fany”’ the words “ free white,’’ so that it shall 
read, ** that any free white person who is the head 
of a family,’’ &c. 

Iam, Mr. Chairman, a friend of this bil! gen- 
erally, and can also cheerfully support the details 
of this bill, and I hope that the chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture [Mr. Dawson] will 
throw no obstacle in the way of the amendment 
which I propose. 

Mr. DAWSON, (interrupting.) I suggest to 
my colleague that his amendment is surplusage. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I do not know in regard to 
that. I know that some States 

Mr. DAWSON. My friend from Pennsylva- 
nia is a very good lawyer, and he knows very well 
that the supreme court of Pennsylvania have de- 
cided that the term ‘citizen’? means ‘‘ white 
men.”’ 

Mr. WRIGHT. I will state, for the benefit of 
my colleague, that the case known as Hobbs rs. 
Fogg, decided by the supreme court of Penn- 
sylvania, previous to theadoption of our amended 
constitution, decided that a negro there was not 
acitizen. I argued that case in the court below, 
and also argued it, on appeal, in the court above, 
and I know that such was the decision in Penn- 
sylvania. 

But the convention which met for the purpose 
of amending our constitution, incorporated the 
words ** free white’’ in the constitution of the 
State, and those words are now in that instru- 
ment. 

I am informed, also, that other States have de- 
cided that negroes are not citizens. I do not think 
that the question should be left as an open ques- 
tion here. I prefer that this House should put its 
own construction upon it, and that will settle the 
matter, leaving no ground for quibbling or dif- 
ficulty hereafter. I do not think I can give my 
support to this bill, unless this amendment is in- 
corporated into the bill. I have no prejudice in 

regard to color. (Laughter. ] 

My remarks seem to create some amusement, 
and I will ask the indulgence of the committee to 
state what | mean. I mean that I am not the en- 
emy of the negro, but I love the white man more. 
That is what | mean by not having any prejudice 





| in regard to color. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inter- 
| rupt the gentleman, and inquire whether he pro- 
| poses his amendment to come in in the third line, 

efore the word ‘ person ?”’ 
Mr. WRIGHT. Before the word person. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair then rules that 
the amendment is not in order at this time; for 
that is not a portion of the words proposed to be 
| stricken out by the gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. WRIGHT. Then I withdraw the amend- 
ment for the present, and will move it again after 
| that matter is disposed of. 


| TheCHAIRMAN. The question recurs upon 
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the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. BARRY. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois, by inserting 
in the third line, after the word ‘ family,”’ the 
words ** or who has arrived at the age of twenty- 
one years.”’ If the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois be adopted, no man who is less than 
twenty-one years of age will be entitled to the ben- 
efits of the act, even though he be the head of a 
family. The purpose of the bill is to give homes 
to the homeless—to all such as may be willing to 
take possession of the soil, and retain it. The lan- 
guage employed should be as broad as the pur- 
poses of the bill. No person who comes within 
the avowed purposes of the bill should be denied 
its benefits. The man who, by the laws of his 
country, is allowed to contract marriage, even 
though laboring under the disabilities of minority 
in respect to some other civil rights, is not with- 
out the pale of the advantages of this bill. The 
younger he is, and the less competent to provide 
for himself, the stronger is his claim to protection 
from the law. 

Nor is there reason to limit the extension of 
this act to males only. Ifa female desires to pos- 
sess a home, and is willing to conform to the re- 
quirements of the law, there is no reason why she 
should be an alien to the justice or the charity of 
her country. If she is unfettered by marriage 
ties she has the same natural right to be provided 
a home from the public domain that the unmar- 
ried man of the same age has. And if she is a 
widow, though under the age of twenty-one, the 
reason is still stronger in her favor. Yet the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois would 
deny to all heads of families, however great their 
necessities, the benefits of this act who chance to 
be less than twenty-one years of age—thus visit- 
ing the fault of early marriages with the penalty 
of a temporary exclusion from a free share of the 
public domain. My amendment will make this 
clause of the section read thus: ** That any person 
who is the head of a family, or who has arrived 
at the age of twenty-one years, and a citizen of 
the United States,’’ &c. The amendment will 
accomplish both objects which gentlemen desire. 
It not only extends the benefits of the act to all 
unmarrried citizens of the age of twenty-one years, 
but also to those heads of families, male or female, 
who are under twenty-one years of age. Thus 
will be included all who are heads of families, and 
whom the law recognizes as of an age to act and 
contract for themselves. 

Mr. YATES. I will accept the amendment. 

Mr. BARRY. I would suggest, in order to 
make the sentence grammatical, a mere verbal 
amendment, that the word “ years’’ be inserted 
after the word *‘ and,”’ in the third line. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no objection is made, 
the word ‘* years’’ will be inserted in the place in- 
dicated by the gentleman, as it is a mere verbal 
amendment. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I propose to amend the 
amendment, so as to provide that those persons 
who are not heads of families shall have eighty 
acres of land. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inform 
the gentleman from Arkansas that that subject is not 
embraced in the amendment proposed by the gen - 
tleman from Illinois. It is another part of the bill, 
not now under consideration. When the amend- 
ment now under consideration is voted upon, then 
the amendment which the gentleman Sees to 
offer will be in order. The question now is upon 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, [Mr. Yates,] upon which tellers were or- 
dered. The tellers will again resume their places. 

The tellers then resumed their places, and the 
question being taken, they reparted—ayes 80, a 
further count not being demanded. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania. | now renew 
my amendment, to insert before the word ‘‘per- 
sons,’’ the words **free white,’’ so that it wil! read 
‘‘any free white person.”’ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word to 
the chairman of the committee, [Mr Dawson,] 
who seems to think this amendment would be 
simply a matter of surplusage, because, whenever 
the location came to be made, it would involve the 
question of citizenship. Now, sir, there has been 

a great diversity of opinion upon this matter of 
citizenship. 5 understand, from my friend from 
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Ohio, that the courts of that State have decided 
that a half-blood negro is a citizen of that State, 
according to the provisions of their constitution. 
I believe in the State of Massachusetts it has been 
decided thata negro, whethera full ora half-blood, 
is a citizen, within the meaning of the constitu- 
tion of that State, and of the United States 

As I have before said, it has been decided in 
Pennsylvania that neither a half-blood nor a full- 
blood negro is entitled to the privileges of citizen- 
ship under the Constitution and laws of the 
country, and subsequently the purport of that de- 
cision was incorporated in the constitution which 
was adopted by the people of the State. Now, 
with the view I take of the subject, it is desirable 
that this bill should be relieved of all questions 
of judicial decision that may arise in giving it 
construction. I do not know why objection is 
made by my colleague to this provision being in- 
corporated in the bill. 

It would, perhaps, be good policy, so faras the 
southern portion of the Union is concerned, to 
make some provision by which they could dis- 
charge their old, worn-out, broken-down servants, 
by sending them into our western Territories, and 
giving them each farms under the provisions of 
this bill. That would be a strong southern argu- 
ment, but Ldonbt very much whether it would be 
an argument that would have weight and character 
with the population that is designed to settle this 
western country. 

I approve of the principles of the bill. I give 
it my hearty approval and concurrence. The 
features of it are right, and I believe, as my col- 
league, [Mr. Dawson,] the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, said in his remarks the 
other day, that there is no one feature in the legis- 
Jation of the country that can contribute more to 
the strength, and power, and honor of the nation 
than the throwing open of these public lands to 
the settlements to be made by citizens of the 
United States, or persons who have filed their 
declarations of intention to become such. I am 
willing to go for all the provisions of the bill, 
even for that in regard to those persons who have 
filed their declarations of intention, but I must 
say that | make this amendment which I offer, so 
far as I am concerned, a sine qua non. I will not 
agree that the black population of this country 
shall be put on an equal footing with the citizens 
of the country, and those who may become cit- 
izens of the country, in location and settlement 
upon the public lands. lam opposed to degrad- 
ing our own race, which we should do by putting 
negroes upon an equality with us in making these 
lands subject to entry by them. 

Mr. DAWSON. Will my colleague hear me 
for & moment? : : 

Mr. WRIGHT. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman’s time has 
expired. The gentleman’s colleague [Mr. Daw- 
s0N] is entitled to the floor for five minutes. 

Mr. DAWSON. It was never contemplated 
for a moment that the black population of this 
country should be put on an equality with the 
white population, in the enjoyment of the benefits 
of this bill. Notatall. The language of the bill 
was intended to secure its provisions and privi- 
leges only to the white population of the country; 
and 1 was, therefore, surprised to hear my col- 
league raising the question, as if there could be any 
doubt as to the word * citizen ’? meaning a white 
man. He well knows that that is the decision of 
the courts of Pennsylvania; and, as I am informed, 
it is the decision of the courts of a number of the 
other States of the Union. I regard the proposi- 
tiom to amend, by inserting the word ‘* white,” 
as wholly unnecessary, and it perhaps might en- 
danger the passage of the bill. 

Mr. KEITT. I desire to ask the gentleman if 
he regards the free black in any State a citizen? 

Mr. DAWSON. Not at allin reference to the 
privileges conferred by this bill. I consider that 
the amendment of my colleague, if adopted, would 
be surplusage; but if the committee see proper to 
adopt it, in order to remove even the apprehension 
of doubt, certainly | have no great objection to it. 

Mr, DENT. I desireto make an inquiry. I 
understand that a certain class of free negroes in 
the State of New York-—those worth §250—are 
allowed to vote, and thereby are considered as cit- 
izens ofthat State. Now if they are citizens of the 
State of New York, are they not citizens of the 
United States? I understand that the pending 


amendment is to exclude the colored population 
| from the benefits of the bill. Now, how can you 
do that if persons of this class, when worth $250, 
are regarded ascitizens? How can you exclude 
those who are recognized as citizens by a sovereign 
State ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must inform 
the gentleman from Georgia that debate is ex- 
hausted on thisamendment. Thegentleman can, 
however, offer an amendment to the amendment. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dawson] 
has occupied five minutes in opposing the amend- 
ment of his colleague. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Rhode Island. If am opposed 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, {[Mr. Waicur,] and | trust the commit- 
tee will not adopt it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
that amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. I did not understand the gentle- 
man’s colleague [Mr. Dawson] as opposing it. 

The CHAIRMAN. No 
in orderon that amendment. ‘lhe gentleman can 
offer an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘free.’? I trust that this House will not 
adopt the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Wricur,} but that they will leave 
this question as it is in the bill, and open to that 
construction which the laws may put on it. It is 
a cruel deed to outlaw any set of men; to leave no 
place in this great land where a man can go, be- 
cause his skin is not colored like ours; to inflict 
on him this odious mark of distinction by which 
he shall be shut out everywhere, and then to com- 
plain that he is a degraded being, and not fit for 
any place. I trust that this great committee of 
the Representatives of the United States will not 
allow themselves to take such a step on this occa- 
sion. We are now preparing a bill which is large, 
liberal, and just, and in its spirit contemplates the 


Debate is exhausted on 


further discussion is 


im} rovement of all classes of the community, and 
in God’s name why should this class be excluded ? 
Why should we indulge in the prejudices of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, {Mr. W rieut, | 
and adopt such an amendment as the one he has 
proposed ? 

In our State, and in other States, the colored 
man is just as much a citizen as the whitest man 
there. In Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and New 
York, and, I believe, in most of the free States, 
he is a citizen under the laws, and he may go there, 
under the Constitution of the United States, and 
claim his rights as a citizen. The Constitution 
protects him to the fullest extent. Gentlemen, in 
my opinion, in putting such a elause as that in 
the bill violate the spirit of our Constitution, 
which makes no such distinction. And we are 
introducing here a principle which is extending 
the principle of slavery all over the land; and, for 
one, | protest against it in the name of our com- 
mon humanity and our common rights. 

1 know that these men make good citizens. 
They are industrious, and they should be left to 
occupy the soil which their fathers have cultivated, 
and which they have cultivated; which, for the 
last one hundred years, they have done more to 
develop than any part of our countrymen; and to 
defend which they shed their blood during the 
Revolution. These things should not be forgotten, 
and that very territory is the joint result of that 
labor and that contest. These colored men, and 
I say it here, have contributed as much as any 
people of this country to secure it; and it is the 
cruelest injustice to shut them out from it; a 
wrong beyond which you cannot go. 

Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Wricut] says that he has no prejudices. It is 
not that he lovesthem less, but his own race more. 
The truth is, a man who tramples on the rights of 
any set of men hardly knows what justice or love 
is. [Laughter.] But he finds it out at last, that 
justice is a hard word. It means to protect the 
poor and the oppressed, to extend to them the full 
measure of their rights; and in this case I trust 
that this committee, who are legislating for the 
people of the United States, will not adopt this 
invidious principle. I say, sir, that the colored 

| man can go there under that bill, because he is a 
citizen of the States, and every citizen of a/State 
has the rights of every citizen of allthe States. I 
know that this principle is violated in one half of 


| the States of the Union, but it is nevertheless true , 


and sound. 
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| he and I may be freemen? 


| gentleman himself can do that. 


| 
j 





_ Mr. DAWSON. In employing the language 
in this bill I consulted the Constitution of the 
United States as to the literal and legal meanine of 
the word citizen, and framed it in reference to the 
very language employed there, in defining the qual- 
ifications of representatives of the United States 
I will read from the second section of the first ar- 
ticle, which is as follows: 

‘No person shall be a representative who shall not have 
attained the age oft twenty five years, and have been seven 
years a citizen of the United Stetes, and who shall not 
when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he 
shall be chosen ”’ ’ 

It does not appear that the framers of the Con- 
stitution deemed it necessary to qualify the word 
‘*citizen.’? No one understood the import of lan- 
guage better than James Madison,who drafted that 
instrument. Taking it for granted, then, that the 
word citizen means nothing more and nothing less 
than a white man, I adopted it, and for so doing 
furnish the authority of the Constitution itself, . 

Mr. WRIGHT. I wish to ask my colleague a 
question. : 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order at this 
time. The question is upon the amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Rhode Island. 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. WALSH. [ object. 

The question was put, and the amendment wag 


{ withdraw it, 


| not agreed to. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting before the word ** white’’ the 
words ‘* more than one half.”’ 

I propose this amendment for the purpose of 
rendering the original amendment ridiculous. That 
gentleman [Mr. Wricut] has expressed his ab- 
horrence of the colored man. By what right has 
he done it? Have they not fought for the liber- 
ties which he enjoys? Have they not bled that 
Have they not shed 
their blood upon every battle-field of the Revolu- 
tion? Did not they stand by General Jackson at 
New Orleans? Sir, but a few years ago you and 
I sat in this Hall deliberating upon the value of 
a colored man who spoke and wrote with facility 
four different lancuazes, and I doubt whether the 
I mean no offense 
to *‘niggers.’’ [Laughter.] 

Sir, I intended to create no laughter; but when 
I see an Attempt to wield the power of this House 
for oppression I care not whence it comes, | 
cannot refrain from raising my voice against it. 
We were formed into a Government to protect the 
rights of the weak; to elevate the oppressed; to 
do good to our fellow-men; ** to do unto them as 
we would they should do unto us.’? We have 
brought these people from their native lana, and 
are we to persecute them and trample them in the 
dust? Is that the voice of the free representa- 
tives of the old Keystone State? But a few years 
ago the colored man had the right of suffrage in 
that State. 

In my own State to-day some of its best cit- 
izens, and some of the most intelligent citizens, 
are men who have colored blood in their veins; 
they are authorized to hold offices, and to be Gov- 
ernors of the State; and vet, under the construc 
tion of the proposed amendment of the gentleman, 
they must be excluded from the benefits of this 
bill. 

On behalf of that class of men I protest against 
it here and everywhere. Let them have the 
right to settle upon this land, and support them- 
selvesand theirchildren. I did not intend to make 
any speech, but having thrown out these sug- 
gestions, and having obtained my object, I now 
ask leave of the committee to withdraw the amend- 
ment I offered. 

Mr. WALSH. I object. 

The question was taken on Mr. Gipprnes’s 
amendment to the amendment, and it was not 
agreed to. . 

The question then recurring upon Mr. Wricut s 
amendment, it was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative, 

Mr. CLINGMAN demanded tellers upon the 
amendment; which were ordered; and Messrs. 
CHAMBERLAIN and Vai. were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 71, noes 66. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DENT. | offer the following amendment: 
After the words “* United States,” insert ‘ that any un- 
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arried white man over nineteen years of age, or any white 


n ” 
over eighteen years of age, a Citizen thereotl. 


femar 

i was in favor, Mr. Chairman, of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
proposing to extend the privileges of this bill to 
vi ung men eighteen years of age, but as that was 
ve red down by the committee, l propose the age 
of nineteen. There is no reason why we should 
exclude our young men from the benefits of this 
public domain, if itis to be disposed of in this 
manner. But, on the contrary, there is great jus- 
tice and great propriety in giving these lands to 

r young men, who are bound by the laws of 


out 
tie land to serve their country whenever they are 
called on. At the age of eighteen years a young 
man may be drafted into the service of the coun- 
trv in ume of war; and it has been found that at 
such time the largest class of voluntary enlistments 


come from this cluss. 
Now, sir, there are many men not more than 
neteen years of age who are not heads of fami- 
lies, but who are capable of taking care of them- 
selves—who are capable of going out into our 
providing themselves 
with a homestead, and who would provide them- 
ves with wives afterwards. It is true that our 
young men are not all married at the age of nine- 
and many of them are not on account of 
poverty. {have proposed to grant this priv- 
ilewe to young men nineteen years old because | 
believe there is a great deal of justice in it; and I 
propose that young women of eighteen years of 
ave shall be entitled to the land also. It is true, 
has been said, that when young men twenty- 
one years of age are not married, it is generally 
their own fault; but it is also true that there are a 
great many young ladies eighteen years of age 
who are unmarried, though that is not their fault. 
[Laughter. } 

Che CHAIRMAN, (interrupting.) The Chair 
must interrupt the gentleman. A portion of the 
amendment offered by him is incompatible with 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Iilinois, (Mr. Yares,] and adopted by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. DENT. What is it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair alludes to the 
yrovision prescribing twenty-one years of age. 

Mr. DENT. ‘This applies only to men, I be- 
lieve? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. DENT. 
[Great laughter. ] 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire to ask a single 
question. Do | understand the genileman to say 
that the ladies of Indiana marry at the age of 
eiriteen ° 

Mr. DENT. Some of them marry at sixteen. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I did not know at what 
time they did marry, and I was desirous of being 
informed. 

Mr. DENT. It was remarked, by a gentleman 
who occupied the floor a short time since, that if 
young men were not married at the age of twenty- 
one it was their own fault. I say it is not the 
fault of young ladies that they are not all married 
al the age of eighteen. It is but a few days since 
that a bill passed this House granting one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land to a young lady who 
went into the Army and served her country in the 
war with Mexico. Now,I suppose that there are 
hundreds of young ladies in your western country, 
in destitute citeumstances, perhaps widows, who 
would, probably, gladly avail themselves of the op- 
portunity of securing one hundred and sixty acres 
of land by settling upon it; and [ have no doubt 
but that their lovers would accompany them, and 
help them to build shanties thereon, for the pur- 
pose of bringing them within the purview of the 


; 
imnw. 


| hope that my amendment, so far as it relates to 
ladies under eighteen years of age, will be adopted. 
If that portion of the bill in reference to young 
men has been perfected, it is, of course, too late 
to amend it; but I do insist that the principle is 
correct, that when a man is bound to serve his 
country, he ought to be entitled to the privilece of 
receiving land at the hands of the Government. 

[ have no objection to that portion of the bill 
with reference to those who have filed a declara- 
tion with the intention to beeome citizens, but | 
will take this occasion to say that the poor people 
who come to this country from Europe are not 


estern W ilderness, and 


teell, 
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That is all. 
Then I go it for the women. 
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ple, who bring money with them, who will be able 
to avail themselves of the benefits of the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, there never was a more stu- 
yendous speculation gotten up in the House of 
Riccadieaiiaeen than this bill. It will operate as 
the emigration to Texas did. The rich million- 
aires of the northern cities will pick up out of the 
gutters men who, unaided, would never be able 
to get ten miles, and send them out by thousands 
to the western country, to settle these lands upon 
share 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia proposes to extend still further the class of 
persons who are to be at liberty to seize upon and 
appropriate to themselves the lands belonging, not 
to us, but to the United States, and for that reason 
I am opposed to his amendment. 
be denied that this bill is in conformity with the 
spirit of the present age—‘‘the spirit of pro- 
vress.’’ Sir, at the last Congress, 
when this bill, or another bill of the same nature, 





Sir, it cannot 


Such progress ! 


to the great amazement of the country, was in- 
troduced, it proposed to restrict the privileges 
granted by it to those who are the heads of fami- 
hes, and who are worth less than $500. Now, it 
18 proposed to give a quarter section of land to 
every citizen of the United States, whether he be 
the head of a family or not, who is over the age 
of twenty-one. . 

Sir, if any gentleman were to introduce a prop- 
osition into this House to cede to the States, in 
which the public lands lie, all of those lands, it 
would be regarded as a very extravagant propo- 
sition on the part of the new States; and yet the 
present bill is infinitely better for them and infi- 
nitely more injurious to the old States, for by it, 
you will, in effect, give to the States in which the 
public lands lie every foot of such territory, and 
you give to them also a useful class of population 
which you attract to them by the pramise of one 
hundred and sixty acres of the public lands; you 
take from the old States the most enterprising por- 
ion of their population, and by granting to every 
person who may become an inhabitant or a resi- 
dent of a new State, you increase the strength and 
wealth of the new States, and their power in the 
Government by adding to the subjects of taxation. 
If we must imitate the recklessness of King Lear, 
let us beware we do not experience his self-re- 
proaches, and realize his fate. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Dent’s 
amendment; and it was rejected, on a division, 
there being only 26 in the affirmative. 

Mr. YATES. I move to add the following to 
the first section: 

Provided, That no person shall hereafter be permitted 
to enter with money, land scrip, warrants, or otherwise, 
more than one section of the public land 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I submit to the 
Chair whether that amendment be in order— 
whether it be germane to the subject under consid- 
eration, to provide for the prevention of entry of 
land with money, land scrip, warrant, or any- 
thing else? If we commence to get these things 
into the bill we shall never get through withit. | 
will vote with the gentleman for that provision, 
when in a bill by itself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, that 
when this bill was under consideration by this 
committee at the last Congress, a proposition was 
made to amend, by offering an amendment to 
graduate the price of the public land, and the then 
occupant of the Chair held that it was not ger- 
mane to the bill, and no appeal was taken from 
that decision. He supposes, in accordance with 
that construction of the rules of last year, the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois would 
not be germane to the subject under consideration. 

Mr. YATES. I offer the following amend- 
ment: Strike out from the first section the words 
‘* one quarter section,’’ and insert ** three hun- 
dred and twenty acres.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment with the 
view of making a speech only. I will withdraw 
it when Iam done. There should be no delay in 

| passing this bill. It will, perhaps, not bea year 
before nvarly every acre of good land now subject 
to private entry will be taken up. And by whom 
taken up? By theactual settler? No, sir; by the 
speculator. We learn, from the report of the com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, that the 
| sales of the public lands, for the fiscal year ending 


able to reach these lands. It is only the rich peo- li June 30, 1853, amounted to seven millions two 
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hundred and thirty-five thousand two hundred 
and eighty-one acres; exceeding the sales of the 
previous year by over two million acres. Now, 
sir, of these two million acres thus sold, | hesitate 
not to say that there was not one million sold for 
the purposes of immediate actual settlement; so that 
at least six million acres of these lands have gone 
into the hands of speculators. In the State of Il- 
linow, during the same year, there were sold two 
millions eight hundred and seven thousand rine 
hundred and eighty-one acres. Itis very probabl 

that over two anda half million acres of these 
lands also went into the hands of speculators. I[ 
was at the land office in Danville, Illinois, during 
the last fall, where | found hundreds of specula- 
tors; one, sir, who told me he had entered twenty- 
four thousand acres, and he a non-resident, at that. 
I found there, sir, several instances in which poor 
men, who came there to purchase for actual set- 
tlementa chosen spot of eighty acres—chosen after 
weeks of search—found their lands included within 
the broad area on which the speculator had laid 
his remorseless grasp. They were compelled to 
go in search of other lands, at the hazard of like 
disappointment, or to pay fivefold the Govern- 
ment price for the lands they had honed to enter 
And yet, sir, the President, in his message, says: 
‘ft is believed that experience has verified the 
wisdom and justice of the present system with re 

gard to the public domain, in most essential par- 
uuculars.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, | submit the question, whether 
the system, as now pursued, is to be our policy 
in the future as to the lands in the States and Ter- 
ritories? ** Has experience justified the 
and justice of-the system,”’ 


wisdom 
which permits the 
wealthy capitalist to purchase these lands in un- 
limited quantities, and to withhold them from 
settlement and occupation, to the exclusion of the 
actual settler? Under the present system, non- 
residents go into the new States and ‘Territories, 
and by means of associated capital, enter large 
tracts of the best land—from one to one hundred 
thousand acres—which they withhold from settle- 
ment and cultivation until the improvements of 
adjacent lands, made by the hard-handed toil of 
the actual settler, add tenfold to their value, when 
they sell them to him at these augmented prices. 
| oppose such a system, as having the effect to 
retard the settlement and prosperity of the new 
States and Territories; as an act of gross and in- 
tolerable injustice to the poor and industrious 
pioneer; and as establishing land monopolies, 
which have been thecurse of every country where 
they have been suffered to exist W ould it not 
be better to have these lands in cultivation, divided 
into farms of moderate size, in the occupation of 
our poor and industrious families, than to have 
them entirely absorbed by speculators? I call the 
attention of the Committee on Public Lands to 
this subject, and suggest to them the propriety of 
providing for the sale of the public lands in limited 
quantities to each purchaser. Under the present 
system, we are rendering the States and Territo- 
ries liable to the largest land monopolies the world 
eversaw. No small part of the ‘calamities and 
oppressions of the kingdoms of Europe is to be 
traced to these monopolies of the soil in thecrown, 
and in the hands of afew. Look at Ireland, whose 
millions of yeomanry are the miserable vassals and 
tenants of English landlords. Look at Eneland, 
where some thirty thousand proprietors have the 
title to the soil In those, and other countries of 
Europe, are to be seen, and will be seen and felt 
for generations to come, all the evilsand inequali- 
ties growing out of such systems of land monopoly. 
There are to be seen the fearful contrasts between 
the luxurious splendor of wealth, on the one hand, 
and abject want and squalid-misery on the other 
I know, sir, that, under our laws of descent, we 
may never expect to witness this contrast to the 
same appalling extent, yet it cannot he denied that 
enormous injustice, as well to individuals as to 
the State, must be the result of our present sys- 
tem of land policy. 

It is urged that the passage of this bill will tend 
to diminish the population of the old States by 
holding out inducements to emurration | appre- 
hend that though this may be the case tv some ex 
tent, yet it will not sensibly affect the prosperity 


of the old States. But, sir, | cannot believe that 
/ 


‘ ’ 


the citizens of the old States would so ' fle 
the feelings of humanity as 
' 7 
|| the laborer from seeking apy portion of our com- 


to desire to prevent 
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mon country where he could better his condition, 
and release himself from the grasp of want and 
poverty. There being but few public lands in the 
district | have the honor to represent, doubtless 
some of my constituents would seek a home else- 
where on the public lands. And, sir, though I 
might dislike to part with them, yet 1 would say 
to them, ** Go where you can find the greatest en- 
joyment and highest prosperity.’’ Wherever 
they may locate on our broad domain, they will 
still be American citizens, protected by the same 
Constitution, under the folds of the same glorious 
flag, and united to us by the ties of country and 
a common humanity. 

J care not, Mr. Chairman, what motives may 
be ascribed to me for the support of this bill. If 
it shall only become a law | am willing that those 
who are destitute of those noble pulsations which 
should sway every man’s breast in behalf of his 
fellow-man, may ascribe what motives they please. 
| have not been an unmindful observer of the hard- 
ships of the laboring man, and [ thank God I 
have a heart fullof sympathy for suffering human- 
ity. Wherever | see the laboring man I respect 
him. It is no disgrace that his hands are soiled 
by honest labor. It is the essence of our institu- 
tions to respect and honor labor; and if we are ever 
to have an aristocracy in this country, ¢ rod grant 
that it may be the aristocracy of free American 
labor. What little influence | may have here or 
elsewhere shall be exerted to promote its highest 
dinity, and to secure to it its highest reward. 
And it is in this spirit and for this purpose I sup- 
port this bill. Whenever I see the poor but in- 
dustrious laborer, with a large family dependent 
on him for support, struggling against the strong 
current of adversity and poverty; whenever I see 
him tottering beneath his heavy load, as he toils 
with unsteady step up thescaffold of the rich man’s 
edifice; or when | see him in the back ground upon 
the corner of another’s farm, barely able to obtain 
a scanty subsistence, and without the means of 
educating his children, it is then I think of this bill. 
It is then, sir, that the vision of a bright, sweet 
home for that man, in the valley of the Nebraska, 
on the hill side, in the forest glade, or ‘where the 
prairie sparkles with flowers,’’ rises up before 
me. 

I trust, Mr. Chairman, that we may this very 
day send this bill to the Senate, with the prestige 
of a large majority in its favor, and that that body, 
in response to the almost universal sentiment of 
the country in its favor, will act upon it and pass 
it without delay. 

Mr. LETCHER. Our Illinois friends seem 
rather hard to please. ‘The gentleman who has 
just addressed the House [Mr. Yares] objects to 
any man going into the State of Illinois.to buy land, 
if he goes from one of the old States. At the same 
time, he is perfectly willing that the land should 
be given away, without reimbursing the Govern- 
ment the actual cost of purchase, survey, and 
bringing the Jand into market. Not only so, he 
is perfectly willing to donate it to a corporation, 
without even a restriction as to the time at which 
the land should be sold. Why is it that there 
was not some indignation expressed at such a 
donation? Why is it that those lands can go into 
the hands of private, soulless, moneyed corpora- 
tions, and yet these same gentlemen feel no com- 
punctious visitings at this result? 

We have made grants of what are called the 
swamp lands, and I know how the act in relation 
thereto has been executed. One of the most re- 
speciable men of my own district (Mr. David 
Vanmeter, of Hardy county, Virginia,) in 1852, 
went to the west heaieael twelve hundred acres 
of land for his son, and in 1853 he selected twelve 
hundred acres more for another son, for the ex- 
press purpose of farming, and for no other purpose 
in the world; carefully avoiding everything like 
swamp lands, and yet when his certificates were 
returned to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, in order that he might get his patents, he 
found that the State of Illinois was claiming these 
very lands so selected under the swamp land act, 
although there had never been a drop of water 
upon them, except what had fallen from heaven, 
or was to be found in the springs or streams 
thereon. cement 

I do not understand the policy that these gen- 
tlemen are advocating here. If they want to take 
these lands, if they want to appropriate them to 
their own use without compensation to the Gov- 
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ernment, let them take some other course to ac- | 
| complish the object. 


fold States by seeking to withdraw their popula- 


Do not make war upon the 


tion by donations of the public lands to those who 
have no lands. 

While this is the case in Illinois, it is the case 
in many other States. Here are these donations 
to corporations without restriction; and not only 
that, but they even undertake to exempt these cor- 
porations from all taxation upon their private 
property for six years, and upon the lands until 
they are sold. I would like to see their preaching 
and practice correspond in the disposition of the 
public lands. Whenthese gentlemen make war 
upon this ground, | would like to see their acts 
correspond with their professions. 1 wish to see 
them carry out the rule which they prescribe for 
others as the proper rule to be observed. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I move that the committee 
rise. 

The question was taken, and it was decided in 
the affirmative. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, the Chairman 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration 
the Union generally, and by special order House 
bill No. 37, commonly known as the homestead 
bill, but had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HENN. I move that the House adjourn. 

The question was then taken, and it, was de- 
cided in the affirmative. 

So the House adjourned till to-morrow at twelve 
o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, March 1, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sricer. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 
of Albany, New York; a petition of citizens of 
Sucks county, Pennsylvania; the proceedings of 
a meeting of citizens of Lockport, New York; 
the proceedings of a meeting of citizens of Auburn, 
New York; a petition of citizens of New York; 
and certain resolutions passed at a meeting of citi- 
zens of Oneida, New York, protesting against the 
passage of the bill to organize the Territories of 
Nebraska and Kansas without a prohibition of 
slavery therein; which were ordered to lie upon 
the table. 

Also, the petition of Thomas C. Nye, praying 
indemnity for the violation, by the Post Office De- 
partment, of his contract for the transportation of 
the mails; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. EVERETT presented the memorial of 
Mary Baury, widow of Louis Baury, an officer 
during the war of the Revolution, praying a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CASS presented a memorial signed by me- 
chanics and others, citizens of the United States, 
praying Congress to enact such laws as will best 
secure the protection of American citizens in the 
enjoyment of their rights of conscience, and of 
religious worship in foreign countries; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, a petition of the citizens of the State of 
Michigan, remonstrating against a reciprocal in- 
ternational copyright treaty between the United 


| States and Great Britain: which was referred to 


the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of inhabit- 
ants of Chester, Massachusetts, and a petition of 
citizens of Boston, Massachusetts, protesting 
against any repeal of the prohibition of slavery, 
or the addition of slave territory to the Union, 
immediate or prospective, such as is proposed in 
the Nebraska bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Also, a petition of inhabitants of the town of 
W inchendon, Massachusetts, praying a reduction 
in the present rates of ocean postage; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 


| Post Roads. 


Mr. EVERETT presented the petition of George 
M. Farnum, praying the reimbursement of ex- 
penses incurred by him while United States Con- 
sul at the Mauritius, on account of destitute 


American citizens; which was referred to the | 
|| Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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Mr. ADAMS presented the petition of David 
Gordon, praying that an act may be passed for 
the settlement of his accounts as examiner of the 
land offices in Louisiana and Mississippi; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. ' 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Gustavus G. Cushman be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. , 


On motion by Mr. SUMNER, it was 

Ordered, That the administrator of Joseph H. Whipple 
have leave to withdraw his petition and papers, in order 
that they may be presented in the House of Representa. 
tives. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Lucy Tate be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEERs, 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred the following petitions, 
submitted adverse reports thereon; which were 
ordered to be printed: 

Petition of the heirs of Joseph Pomroy; 

Petition of the administrator of Joseph Rich- 
ardson; 

Petition of James A. Glanding; and 

Petition of Phebe Hascall. 

He also, from the Committee of Claims, to 
whom was referred the petition of Absalom Kyle 
and William C. Kyle, praying the compensation 
for transporting the mail due according to the 
terms of their contract, submitted an adverse re- 
port; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the petition of 
McCalmont, Greaves & Co., praying that certain 
duties imposed on goods imported by them into the 
port of Vera Cruz, during the late war with Mex- 
ico, may be refunded, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Finance; which was agreed 
to. 
Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the memorial of E. 
J. McLane, praying compensation for expenses 
incurred in seizing horses and mules smuggled 
into the United States from Mexico, reported a 
bill for his relief; which was read, and passed to 
a second reading. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to whom was referred a pe- 
tition of citizens of Green Bay and Depere, Wis- 
consin, reported a bill to extend the limits of the 
collection district of Milwaukie, in the State of 
Wisconsin, and for other purposes; which was 
read, and passed to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, who were 
instructed by a resolution to inquire into the sub- 
ject, reported a bill to constitute Keokuk, in the 
State of Iowa, a port of delivery; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. DAWSON, from the ee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
Wriliam Harris, of Georgia, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill for his relief; which was 
read, and passed to a second reading. The report 
was ordered to be printed. 


LAKEPORT, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the memorial 
of the Jefferson and Lake Ponchartrain Railway, 
reported a bill to establish a port of delivery at 
Lakeport, on Lake Ponchartrain, and for other 
purposes, and asked for its present consideration. 

The bill was accordingly read twice, by unani- 
mous consent, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

It proposes to establish at the terminus of the 
Jefferson and Lake Ponchartrain Railway, on Lake 
Ponchartrain, a port of delivery, to embrace, also, 
the lake terminus of the new canal, to be called 
Lakeport; to direct that a surveyor shall reside 
there; that all ships or vessels bound to it shall, 
after proceeding thereto, making areport and entry 
at the portof New Orleans within the time limited 
by law, be permitted to unload their cargoes at 
Lukeport, under the rules and regulations pre- 
scribed by law; that all vessels about to depart 
from there to foreign places shall be permitted to 
clear out with their cargoes at the custom-house 


{| in New Orleans, and depart under the same rules 
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as vessels departing for foreign places from New || There is now a bill depending, as we are aware, 


Orleans, by way of the Mississippi river. — 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and was read a third time, and 
passed. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FISH asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill to prevent un- 
necessary delays in the unlading of cargoes ar- 
riving from foreign ports; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a resolution submitted by 
the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. Jounson,} di- 
recting John C. Rives to furnish an additional 
number of the Congressional Globe and Appen- 
dix, have instructed me to report it back with an 
amendment. I ask for its consideration at this 
time. 

Objection was made, as the morning business 
was not disposed of; so the resolution lies over, 
under the rules. 


PORTRAITS OF THE PRESIDENTS. 


Mr. FISH offered the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be directed 
to inquire into the expediency of purchasing, for the use of 
the Executive mansion, a series of portraits of the first five 
Presidents of the United States, paipted by Gilbert Stuart 
for the late Colonel George Gibbs, and now in the possession 
of his family. 


STEAM CONDENSERS. 
Mr. BENJAMIN offered the following resolu- 


tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to 
communicate to the Senate what action, if any, has been 
taken by his Department under that clause of the naval ap- 
propriation bill of the 3lst of August, 1852, which author- 
izes the Secretary of the Navy ** to apply steam condensers 
to one or more of the steam vessels belonging to the United 
States, for furnishing fresh water to marine boilers, and for 
the use of the crew,” together with all information in his 
possession on the subject-matter of this resolution. 


RICHARD M. YOUNG. 

The resolution directing the payment of $974 20 
to Richard M. Young, for his services as special 
commissioner for the investigation of charges 
against the Hon. Alexander Ramsey, was read a 
third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STUART. It was understood that the 
resolution which I offered some time ago, instruct- 
ing the Committee on Commerce to report a river 
and harbor bill, was to have been voted upon yes- 
terday. I move that the Senate now proceed to 
consider that resolution. 

Mr. FOOT. With the leave of the Senator 
from Michigan, | will ask that the bill which was 
ordered to be engrossed yesterday may now have 
its third reading. 

Mr. STUART. I yield to the Senator from 
Vermont in that particular, although | am anxious 
to have my resolution considered; and therefore ! 
withdraw my motion. 


INDIGENT INSANE. 

The engrossed bill making a grant of the public 
lands to the several States and Territories of the 
Union. for the benefit of indigent insane persons, 
was read a third time. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is, ‘ Shall 
the bill pass?” 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, this bill, as I 
understand it, is a departure, a very great depart- 
ture, from any previous policy, varied as that 
policy has been, in regard to the public lands. | 
am free to confess that it is somewhat difficult to 
resist the appeal which has been made to the Sen- 
ate upon this subject, because it is addressed only 
to the sensibilities of the Senate. Now, sir, in the 
former dispositions of the public lands, varied as 
I have ald they have been, I am not aware that 
any disposition has been made of them, but with 
some regard to political considerations. 

The public lands have formed a most disturbing 
element in the councils of the nation for many 
years. The disposition which has been made of 
them has gone far, in my judgment, to unhinge 
the Constitution and all constitutional action. 





= : 
Now, sir, is notthis that sickly sentimentality 
which will probably be before us—a bill which | which was so properly and so appropriately ex- 
has heretofore been before the Senate—to give | posed here on tis floor, the other day, by my 
these lands away—to give them away to the first friend from the State of South Carolina, [Mr. 
comers, whether they be citizens or foreigners. Burier?} Cannot the States take care of their 
Even that bill has some political considerations | poor, whether they are insane or merely indigent? 
connected with it, because it is said, and properly | Is it not the duty of the States to take care of 
said, that when you invite settlers into a wilder- | their poor, and are -hey not now doing it? Iam 
ness and give them a portion of the land, the im- | not aware that there is a State in the Union—al- 
provements which they will make will more than | though there may be—which has not, in the dis- 
remunerate the Government for the gratuity, in | charge of its appropriate duty, provided hospitals 
the appreciation of the adjacent lands. Thereis, for this class of patients, as the States provide 
then, some pretext, at least a political considera- poor-houses for those who are unable to work. 
tion, which might lead to the passage of such a If there be any State where this duty is neg- 
bill. lected, it has been neglected not because of want 
Then there is another class of bills, several of | of ability in the State itself, but on account of 
which passed the Senate the other day, because it | want of inclination. And what are we to do? 
was idle to object to them on the part of thosewho | We are to give a fund to those who do not want 
think as I do that it is an improvident, if not an | it, or to those who will misuse it; for, my word 
unconstitutional disposition; | mean the class of | for it, if | know anything of human nature, there 
bills giving the public lands to railroad companies, is not a State in the Union which has felt it an 
or to States to construct railroads. But even | obligation‘’on itself to provide for the indigent in- 
there, again, there is to be found some political | sane, which will not do it at their own will, en- 
element, or some shade of a political element, be- | tirely independent of this gratuity; and if there 
cause of the alleged appreciation of the lands | bea State in the Union which has not done it, it 
through which these roads will pass. will neglect the fund and allow it to be depredated 
But, sir, what is this bill? Has it any such upon, and to rust away. 
element connected with it atall? Is it addressed { am very much concerned at the necessity 
to any other considerations than to those which | which requires of me, against the sensibilities of 
are purely moral? Is ita bill which makes the my own nature, to oppose sucha bill. I have been 
Federal Government the grand almoner of the strongly and importunately addressed from other 
States, and gives them the lands, not for political | quarters, in reference to this bill; and if I could 
purposes, but to be used altogether in charity? | yield what I consider a publi duty, to indulge the 
If there be one consideration which can be urged emotions of my own heart, I should not be here 
by any advocate of this bill, except thatit is char- to oppose it. But when | know that there is not 
itable to pass it, | am at a loss to know what that | one argument addressed to us to pass the bill, ex- 
consideration is. cept such as would constitute the Government a 
Sir, the bill proposes that you shall give these | great almoner for the States, for one | am not at 
public lands according to a stated ratio among the | liberty to vote for it. 
States, to endow hospitals for the maintenance and Sir, it would be a dangerous precedent; an ex- 
cure, if they be curable, of a certain class of pa- || ceedingly dangerous one. If the Constitution au- 
tients—the indigent insane. Now, sir, ! put it to | thorizes that disposition of the public property, l 
the Senate, and through the Senate I hopel shall , defy the wit of man to say in what form it may 
put it to the country, if it 1s competent for Con- | not be taken. 
gress to constitute itself an almoner for the States, You may throw it as a largess among the peo- 
and distribute charity for the benefit of the indigent | ple; you may place it under the control of an as- 


| insane, is it not equally competent for Congress | pirant for political power, through his party or 


to take charge of the poor of the States? What || his friends, to use it to makea gratuity; until you 
earthly difference is there between the two cases? | bring the American people into the condition of the 
Why should we not just as well strike out ‘‘in- | Romans when they looked to their Government 
sane ’’ from the bill and give these lands to the || only for two things—for bread, and for the games 
States for their ‘* indigent ’’—their poor, whether | of the circus; a state demoralizing to the public 
insaneor not? The principle is entirely the same. morals. 
And if we can give land to the States to maintain While the question presents in the attractive 
their poor, | ask you, sir, what department in the | guise of a charity—a charity for a class of people, 
police of the States is there which this Govern- | who, unfortunately, most need it—you are setting 
ment may not invade, and take from the control of | a precedent which will unsettle and unhinge every 
the States; and may they not administer the police condition or feature of the trust in reference to 
regulations of the States at their pleasure? This the public domain. I desire only to express my 
bill isan entering wedge. opinion on the bill, so that if it passes, they may 
Sir, what right have we to do this? In what go upon the record with the bill. I desire that 
relation does this Government stand tothe public | whatever name | may leave behind me as a states- 
lands? Is it in the relation of an owner, to dis-| man, may not be in any way coupled or con- 
pose of them at the caprice or the pleasure of the | nected with a bill which constitutes the Govern- 
Congress, for the time being; or does it holdthem | ment the almoner of the States, in the disposa! of 
as atrust, to be administered as a trust, and treated | a charity. | trust—though I hardly think it—that 
as atrust? Why, if we may give lands for the | it will be the pleasure of the Senate to reject the 
benefit of the indigent insane, what limit can you _ bill. 
place upon the power of disposing of the public Mr. WALKER. When this bill was before 
property ? the Senate at a former period, | voted against it. 
Sir, the bill requires of the States thatthey shall I shall vote for it now, and for the reason thatthe 
treat these lands, and the proceeds of their sales, objections which | heretofore entertained to the 
as a sacred fund, and administer it exclusively for | bill, have been obviated by the changed form given 
the support of one class of charities; and the ar- | to it by the Committee on Public Lands. When 
gument addressed to us is, that the indigent insane | this bill first made its appearance, as I understood 
are a class of our fellow-beings who appeal more | it, and | believe it was conceded that it was prop- 
strongly to our sensibilities than any other class _ erly so understood, it would have given the right 
of our fellow-citizens; and that is the wholeargu- to one State to be the proprietor of the soil in 
ment. It is, that they are a class of our fellow- | another State. To that I could not give my assent. 
beings, who, because of their condition, being de- When that objection was obviated, the rule by 
prived of reason, appeal more strongly to our sen- which the distribution was to be madel could 
sibilities than any other class; and, therefore, itis | not assent to, I think now that that objection 
incumbent—to do what? On Congress to interfere has been obviated, and I eannot make any dis- 
for their relief and for their support. Why is it tinction between the bill as it stands, proposing an 
more incumbent on Congress to interfere for them | appropriation of land for these purposes, and that 
than for any other class, | care not what it may | which has been done by this Government from 
| be? I admit that if we can maintain an argument | its foundation to the present moment. If there be 
addressed to our sensibilities, these people are | any difference, | should be pleased if the Senator 
| more deserving the care and protection of the Gov- | from Virginia would point it out. 1 cannot dis- 
| ernment than any other class; but you must at | cover any difference in principle between this grant 
last solve the question whether the Government. and those which have been made from the founda- 
| has authority to interfere for any class; and if it tion of the Government for school purposes. Now, 
has not authority to interfere for one, it certainly we know that cotemporaneously with the forma- 
has not for another. || tion of the Constitution, the policy of granting 
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lande absolutely to the States for educational pur- 
poses obtained -—— 

A Sewaron. Individually, to the land States. 

Mr. WALKER. I will come to that presently. 
That policy hus been continued to the admission 
of the last State into the Union; and I venture to 
say that no State will be admitted, in which there 
is public lands, but where the same policy will be 
observed and pursued. 

It is said, however, that these grants for educa- 
tional purposes, were not to the States generally, 
but to the States individually, in which public 
lands were found. Why, sir, that is more objec- 
tionable than that to which the Senator from Vir- 
ginia now seems to object. That was a partial 
vratuity. Those lands for educational purposes 
were given to the individual States; and yet it is 
claimed that the public lands are the patrimony of 
all the States; and now, when this bill—the first 
bill, | beheve, which has ever been before Con- 
gress propos ing to make an equitable and equal 
distribution of this patrimony among the whole 
of the States— 3, It 1s objected to, while 


States, 


is before u 
individuat appropriations of lands to the 
for agricultural purposes, have been pas 
juiesced in, :by the gentlemen w ho now 
make this objection. 

I think the argument, in the sense in which the 
Senator from Virginia makes it, would obtain 
much more strongly to the policy which the Gov- 
ernment has pure sued of granting these lands to 
States for agricultural purposes than it would ob- 
tain as against the biil for this grant. 

Believing, then, that there is nothing in the bill 
which will allow or permit an infraction by one 
State, of the a vereignty over the soil of another 
State, and believing that the ratio of dis 
is an equitable and just one, f 


sed silent- 
ly, and ac 


tribution 
I can vote for the bill 
as it stands at present, whereas | could not do so 
before. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, if we can dis- 
tribute the proceeds of the public lands, or the 
public lands themselves, generally, among the 
States, for the benefit of the insane, I cannot see 
for my life why we may not distribute them for 
every other purpose. | had supposed that one of 
the great principles on which the Democratic party 
rested; one of the issues upon which it had been 
accustomed heretofore to do battle, was, that it 
was improper, and, as many believed, unconsti- 
tutional, for this Government to distribute the 
proceeds of the public lands among the States. 
Now, how can you deny that power, or that pro- 
priety, if you pass suc ha bill as this? For my- 
self, | would rather vote for a bill which would 
distribute, upon some equitable proportion, among 
the States generally, the proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands, than pass a bill like this, which 
admits the power and the propriety; and, in addi- 
tion to that, pursues the fund into the hands of 
the States, and undertakes to say how far they 
shall administer their municipal affairs; how they 
shall apply the fund to the matter of taking care 
of the insane. 

But the Senator from Wisconsin says that we 
have heretofore granted school sections—to whom ? 
Why, sir, to the new States, to States which 
agreed, when admitted into the Union, that, fora 
certain length of time, they would not tax the land 
sold by the United States, nor the land of the 
United States itself. There was some considera- 
tion for that; it was founded upon a different prin- 
ciple. If this rests upon any principle whatever, 
it goes to the entire length of there being a just 
demand on the part of the States for the distribu- 
tion of the proceeds of the lands among them. It 
would do a great deal more good to the States, and 
be a much better measure than this, to distribute it 
in that way. Sir, { deny that we ought to be 
bound by precedents which gentlemen may quote 
here in regard to particular cases—such precedents 
as that quoted by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. 
Foor, } ‘when the two Houses, probably under 
some sudden impulse of humanity, some eloquent 
appeals to their benevolence, may have been in- 
duced to depart, in my opinion, from the true 
epheres of their duties, and sometimes from that 
of their constitutional powers. 

I admit that he did refer to precedents, in re- 
gard to which there was as little propriety in in- 
terfering, as there will be in this case. But it is 
to be recollected that in every case, they came up 
under just such a specious appeal as does this 
bill—an appeal to our humanity and our benevo- 
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lent ilar ana al llow me to say, that there is 
always danger when we resort to this sort of sen- 
timental legislation, and ayvree to bury all consid- 
erations of our obvious and long settled policy, 
and banish reason and the Constitution from the 
view, in order to gratify some such feeling as this. 
The feeling itself, sir, 1 admit, is highly com- 
mendable; but if, by indulging it, itshould lead to 
a departure from just principles of legislation, it 
will be found that we injure more than we benefit. 
For one, | anf against it. 

Mr. STUART. I have been listening with some 
little attention to the Senators from Virginia, to 
see what arguments were to be brought to bear 
Something a been said, 

; but L be- 
heve neither of those gentleman has un ft rtaken to 
point out wherein it is unconstitutional. The Sen- 
ator from Virginia, who first addressed the Senate, 
{[Mr. Mason,] seemed to think that it might do, 
under peculiar circumstances—although I under- 
stood him to say it never woul Id be very satisfac- 
tory to him—to make a distribution of the public 
lands which involved political considerations, but 
that it would not do to make a disposition of them 
which involved moral considerations only. 

Now, sir, | can very readily discover the dis- 
tinction which is sought to be got up, but | con- 
fess my entire inability to understand what par- 
ticular practicability there is in that distinction. 

Mr. HUNTER. Will the Senator aliow me to 
mut him a ae 

Mr. STUART. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does he believe that there is 
a constitutional power in this Government to dis- 
tribute the proceeds of the sales of the public lands 
among the States? 

Mr. STUART. Yes, sir—I do, I do; and inas- 
much as the Senator has put that question to me, 
i will answer it in its details now. The Demo- 
cratic party heretofore has asserted that it was 
not proper to distribute the proceeds of the public 
lands; and they have contended against it. That 
party, however, has asserted, time and again, that 
it was proper to graduate the price of the pub lie 
lands; and, sir, these same principles, advocated, 
perhaps, by the same Senators, if not by others 
entertaining them, have been interposed to pre- 
vent it. 

Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. STUART. 


avainst this p ro} postion. 


sir, In respect > its unconstitutionall 


I have never done so. 
Doubtless the Senator speaks 


his own sentiments. I speak of all those who op- | 


They have refused to grad- 
uate the price of the public lands. They have 
steadily refused to permit the States. in which they 
lie to tax them. ‘They will hold-them ata dollar 
and a quarter an acre, whether they are worth 
that, or whether they are worth twenty-five cents; 
and the States in which they lie have no power 
over them, not even to tax them. What is the 
consequence? It is, that the new States remain, 
in these respects, unsettled. The old States, in 
the other House of Congress, hold the power, 
and they execute that power with a spirit of des- 
potism. Here, in this body, where the States are 
equal, the new States have their proper respect in 
this regard, as well as their proper representation ; 
but reach the other House, where the old States 
hold the balance of power, and you cannot pass 
one measure which looks like justice towards the 
new States. ; 

TheSenator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] throws 
out an intimation against the bill giving away 
lands, hesays, to actual settlers. Sir, lam for that 
bill; | am for that principle; and if there be a man 
in this country who can show any good reasons 
against it, | will hear him by the fortnight with 
the utmost pleasure. What does this Govern- 
ment wish? What are its true interests? What 
are the true interests of the States in which the 
lands lie? To have settlement, people—moral, 


pose these questions, 


uvright, Christian citizens of the United States. ' 


It is men that give strength to a country, and not 
land. 

Sir, I am for that bill, and it cannot be made too 
liberal in its provisions to suit me. Iam for this 
bill; and if the Senator had answered the distine- 
tion drawn by the Senator from Wisconsin, he 
would have done what I conceive it to be impos- 
sible for any Senator upon this floor to do.. There 
was a time, I concede to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, when the States agreed, upon coming into 


,, the Union, not to tax the lands sold within a given | 


time—five years; but we have sat here for the last 


_ they leave it to the whim of anybody? 


six W jeeke ana teat arguments—and none more 
able than that made by the Senator acne 
ing to show that Congress has no power to pu 
any such timitation upon a State. 

Sir, I think myself that there are some Opinions 
the at have been put forth that will come bac 
plague the inventors; but the Senator did arcue 
that when a State was admitted into this U nion, 
it must be admitted in all respects upon an equal 
footing with every other State. Now, can South 
Carolinaand Virginia tax the lands which belong 
to individuals in those States? Has Congress, 
then, the power to fix upon a new State an inhibi. 
tion, as a fundamental condition on her e oming 
into the Union, that she shall not tax the sande of 
individuals for five years? If it can, it can affix it 
for Sifty years; it can affix it for ninety-nine years: 
it can fix it forever. J belong to another s: eet f 
opinion. Ithinkit can. I think that the Constj- 
tution and laws of the United States are the gy- 
preme law of the land. I think that when a State 
is admitted into the Union, whatever fundamental 
constitution you affix upon her admission, is the 
supreme law of the land. Why? Because it js 
a condition affixed respecting a right that Con- 
gress alone possesses—a right to admit new States 
into the Union. They are admitted by a law of 
Congress. It passes both Houses; it is approved 
by the President like any otherlaw. It isa clear 
exercise of an authority which you alone can pos- 
sess. And, sir, you are your own judges of hn 
that law shoulk be. Then 1] would say to the 
Senator that it is many years since any such con- 

sideration existed. Indiana, if I recollect right, 
was the last State admitted into this Union upon 
any such condition. There may have been other 3. 
Michigan came in with no such limitation; Wis- 
consin came in with none such; Iowa with none 
We in Michigan had a right to tax the 
lands of individuals from the moment we were 
admitted into the Union. 

Mr. HUNTER. Have you the right to tax 
the Jand of the United yew id 

Mr. STUART. No, sir; but we have the richt 
to tax the land of individuals, The condition 
fixed upon the States prior to that time was, that 
they could not tax public lands sold to individ- 
uals for five years after they were sold. That 

vas the condition, and that is the condition which 
we lived up to; but now it is no such thing. Con 
vress grants the sixteenth section, and to the 
States that have been admitted lately they grant 
the thirty-sixth section also—two sections in every 
township—for the purpose of common schools. 
They give not less than seventy-two sections to a 
State for the purposes of a university. | would 
like to know the distinction, upon constitutional 
p inciples, between that case and this. If there 
is any, Lam unable to see it. 

But, Mr. President, I subscribe’ to the reason 
that is assigned for the passage of this bill. It 
appeals to my sympathies; it appeals to my heart 
as well as my head; and while I intend that my 
head shall, to a proper extent, regulate my heart, 
I never do intend that my head shall act much 
without my heart. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I will say, with- 
out going into any lengthy remarks upon the sub- 


k to 


such, 


ject, that the bill has been carefully drawn in all 


respects,as I think. It underwent, certainly, a most 
rigid investigation in the Committee on Public 
Lands. Several suggestions which emanated from 
me were adopted by the committee; so that in no 
event can thie fund be diverted; so that the States 
in which no public lands lie cannot become owners 
of public lands in the State where they do lie. 
They cannot divert the fund. And if there 1s any 
fraud practiced in disposing of the scrip, there Is 
an express provision in the bill that no patent 
shall issue for the Jand on which that scrip shall 
be located. Everything has been done by this 
bill which, it seems to me, can be done to secure the 
funds for the objects intended. Isthatnew? The 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. Hunter] complains 
of this part of the bill. He says that he prefers 
a distribution of the proceeds of the public lands 
rather than such a bill as this, because it follows 
the fund into the hands of the State and cortro!s 
its disposition. The same thing is true of school 
lands and unive rsity lands. Will Congress make 
a donation and institute a fund for a State, and not 
secure the proper appropriation of that fund? Will 


Never. 


| It is secured in every bill that | know anything 
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about. Congress institutes a fund, and they say 
that no power which holds the fund in subser- 


‘-y to its own power shall have an opportunity 

of divertit @ it. 
\ single word in reply to the suggestion as to 
the distribution of the proceeds of the public lands, 


i 


and | have done. I never understood that to be 
ani ied from a want of consututional power, but 
fom its being one of the most impolitic things that 
could be done. You have myriads of officers, and 


in every man’s hand some of this money is to 
and to pay him for his services. You collect a 
dal d you distribute it, and the whole cost of 
collecting and distributing it is deducted from the 
concern. It had the effect to keep up the price of 
the public lands, which was against the interest of 
' States. Undoubtedly the true interest of 
the new States is a disposition of those lands upon 
some terms. I was ever in favor of the gradua- 
tion principle, and | am in favor of that principle 
dav. But! have seen it again and avain put 


the new 


wn in committee and in Congress. I am, there- 


fore, for the earliest disposition of these lands that 
can be made, without any infringement upon the 
Constitution, that shall induce their settlement and 
occupancy by people who eonstitute the strength, 

s they will the permanency, of this Government. 
These are briefly some of the reasons why I sup- 
port this bill. 

Mr. BADGER. 1 desire to say a few words 
in reply to the Senator from Virginia. If I believed, 
with the Senator from that State, who first ad- 
the Senate, (Mr. Mason,] that this bill 
was the first step in interfering with the municipal 
administration of the States, | should certainly be 
as strongly opposed to it as he is. But permit me 
to say to him, that there is nothing coercive or 
compulsory upon the States in the bill. It does 
not undertake to control any one of the States of 
the Union, and require that that State shall receive 
the lands which the bill tenders to it. It is an offer 
to each of the States of so much public lands to be 
applied to certain purposes, without any intent to 
control the States in the acceptance of the fund. 
It seems to me that the honorable Senator might as 
well say that he would have cause to complain, if 
some man of vast possessions in the country tend- 
ered to him $100,000, to be invested in stocks as 
an income to be applied to the portioning of his 
daughter, that it was an attempt on the part of that 
man to invade the domestic management of his 
family. 

Mr.MASON. Does not the honorable Senator 
think I would have some cause to complain, if the 
person who held the $100,000 in trust applied it 
to some purpose, other than the trust for which it 
was committed to him? 

Mr. BADGER If the Senator had waited pa- 
tiently, | intended to say a word on that subject 
ina moment. [am taking the Senator’s objection 
as he urged it. I am taking it upon the round 
that it would be an invasion of his domestic ar- 
rangements, of the police management of his con- 
cerns. I say, in answer to the question he put to 
me, that it would involve no such an invasion of 
the reculation of his family whether the party held 
it as a trust forother purposes or not. If he held 
it asa trust for other purposes, it would be a vio- 
lation of duty to apply it to any other than the 
purpose specified in thetrust; but it would involve 
no attempt to control the conduct, or invade the 
privileges, or rule the family, or direct the admin- 
istration of the concerns of the individual to whom 
he offered it, if he was at perfect liberty to refuse it. 

My honorable friend from Virginia, who spoke 
last, [Mr. Hunter,] undertook to make con- 
sistent, with the proposition he lays down, as to 
the power of giving those lands for purposes of 
charity, the uniform and established course of the 
Government to give them to new States for pur- 
poses of education, by this reason, that the new 
ouare are prohibited from taxing the property 
of the Government of the United States, the lands 
belonging to the Government, situated within 
their bounds. Suppose they do; if the Govern- 
ment has not a constitutional power to apply the 
land to purposes of education or charity, can that 
power be conferred or acquired, because she pro- 
hibits the State from taxing her lands? 

_Mr. HUNTER. Will the Senator allow me a 
single word to explain my views in regard to that 
matter? My idea is, that the United States con- 
tributes the school sections asa land-owner. The 
Government stands in two relations to the new 
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States. One is, as the General Government, un- 
der which it has no such power, the other is as a 
land-holder, in which it is morally bound to con- 
tribute its quota and proportion to the general in- 
terests of the State. 


Mr. BADGER 


contribute them 


Suppose it be so. If she so 
as a land-owner, what right has 


she to tle them up to the purpose of edu 





If she owes them to a State as a consideration for 
her proprietary interest, which is untaxed, how 
does she gain the right to apply them to a college, 
to acommon school, or to anything else? Upon 
that principle she stands in the attitude of a debtor, 
and should pay the money to the creditor, to be 
applied as the creditor thinks proper. Where 
does she get the constitutional power in the one 
I admit the honorable 
menator assigns very vood reasons W hy the power 
should be exercised, if she possesses it; but, un- 
doubtedly, the fact which he states confers no 
power that does not exist independent of it 
Now, Mr. President, another word. It is 


that t! 


case more than the other? 


said 
1 ‘ P l; } } 

ese are donations of public lands, and that 

we cannot make a donation of How do 

the gentlemen reconcile that proposition with the 

donations which we every day make to the new 


States ? 


them. 


We make them for the purpose of ena- 
bling them to construct canals and railroads, and to 
prosecute other purposes of internal improvement, 
Sir, | have heard it said twenty times in the Sen- 
ate that these were not donations; that the United 
States, by PlVIng t} e alternate sections, doubled 
the value of the sections which remained to the 
United States. [admit that; lL admit that isa good 
reason for making the donations; but does it alter 
the character of the transaction? Is it not ado 
nation, if aman, having two adjoining lots, makes 
a present of one of them to me, from the calcula- 
tion that my improving it will make the remaining 
one twice as valuable to him? That may be the 


fact which influences him asa prudent man in 
making it; but | put it to you, am I not still the 
donee of the lot which he gives me? I pay nothing 
for it. I take it, and use it for my own purposes, 
Whatever the lot is worth, it is a free gift to me. 
The motive which induces the proprietor of both 
to give one is a very sensible motive, that, by 
making the present of one, the donee will apply it 
for his own purpose in such away as to increase 
the value of the residuary lot; but it is a donation. 
W hatever I receive from another man, to apply to 
my own purposes, and for which | pay him noth- 
ing in money or in money’s worth, isa donation, 
else it Is impossible for me to understand what a 
donation is. So that if the reason upon which 
this bill is objected to is sustained, we must re- 
verse our course with regard to all grants. We 
must maintain that we have no power to give lands 
to the new States for railroad purposes, that we 
have no right to cive the alte 
purpose of promoting the improvement of the 
States in which they lie; and, so far as | see, we 
must surrender the power to make donations to 
actual settlers; we must inexorably, and in every 
instance, require money to be paid when we dis- 
pose of the lands. 

I acree with the honorable Senator from Michi- 
gan, (Mr. Srvarr.] I consider that the appeal 
that this measure makes to the heart of every 
Senator is entitled to every worthy and high con- 
sideration. It is the motive to me to vote for the 
bill. It gives no power in itself. The motive to 
give the alternate sections confers no constitutional 
power to grant lands for railroads; 
motive to give preémption rights to a tual settlers 
confer any constitutional power; nor does the 
motive to give lands for the purposes of education 
confer any constitutional power. 

Sut the constitutional power exists; and the 
several motives of a measure constitute the reason 
for exercising it. It is strange, when we have 
heard, time and again here, that these lands are 
held by the General Government as the trustee 
for the States; when we have been told so often, 
in very glowing terms, that they have been pro- 
cured by shedding the common blood, or they 
have been purchased by applying the common 
that we are then also told that it is 
ynstitutional in the trustee to use a 
he lands which he holds for the benefit 
ym he holds them. 


rnate sections for the 


nor does the 


treasure; 
utterly unc 
portion of 
of those for wh 

I really think that the honorable Senator from 

\| Virginia must ‘eview the ground upon which he 
ii makes opposition to the bill. It may be wrong; 
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but I feel a strong conviction upon my mind, that 


if it be wrong, he has notassigned the proper rea 


son [tor it 


Mr. BROWN. I desire 


upon the 


, vefore the vote is taker! 


question, to say a few words; to occupy 


five or ten minutes of the time of the Senate. No 
having an opportun ty to do so now without ob- 
structing the regular order of business, | move 
the postponement of the i until to-morrow. 

Mr. GWIN. I should like to move as an amend- 
ment, that the bill, as it has been amended, be 


printed, so 


: that we can understand what it is. 
The PRESIDENT The Chair does not re 


rarc ¢ 
fara tl 


is a proper amendment to the motion 
, . Y 

By unanimous consent, it will be ordered to be 
printed, 


The mouon to postm 


ne was agreed to. 

TERRITORY 

The Senate resur sideration of the 
bill to organize the l'erritory of Nebraska. 

Mr. CLAYTON spoke for 


quarter without concluding 


Mr. EVERETT. ‘The Senator from Delaware 
is evidently very much exhauste 1; and | there- 


OF NEBRASKA. 


red the co 


two he urs and “a 


fore move that the further consi ion of the 
sul ect be postponed ul | to morrow 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I de to say that 


Mr. CLAYTON. 
postition to the motion, | will endeavor 


' Mr. DOUGLAS. I should 


li there is the al 


if —— 

Ir. CLAYTON. I wil » on at once, it being 
understood that the Senator o is 

The PRESIDENT Does the Senator frora 
Massachusetts withdraw the motion to postnone? 

Mr. EVERETT. 1 do, at the instance of the 
Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope my colleague will not 
persist in speaking to day. ITthink it but an act 
of yustice that he snot ld be accommodated. I 


therefore renew the motion to postp 
i 


The motion was agreed to. 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 
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Husiness 


first in order 
Committee of t ie 


yn the bil! 


crant of land to the St 
the construction of a ral road and branch road in 
said State, upon which the rentlema from Unio 
Mr. Disney] ts entitled to the floor. 
~ Mr. RUSSELL. I rise to a question of privi 
lece. I desire to make a report from the Commtt- 
tee on Printing 

The SPEAKER. [he gentleman from Ohio 
is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. RUSSELL. Is 
on Printi 
The SPEAKER. 


hy 
The gentieman 


' ee Cin 
it no order for the Com- 


mittee yr toreportatany timer 


Thatistl 


he rule of the House. 


may make his report from the 


Committee on Printing at any time when he can 


get the floor for that purpose, but he cannot take 


the floor from a member for that purpose. 
Mr. DISNEY. When I took floor on 


yesterday it was mito 


my intention to have 
an extended argument upon the co 


rone 
atitutional 
power of Congress to make grants of the charue- 

‘ ty j 


ier of those contained in this bill, and also to vin- 


dicate the policy upon the part of Congress in 
making such grants. But I am Importu ied too 
much by gentlemen around me, on every band, to 
bring this debate to a close ata very early hour, 
and advised as | am, that the Committee of Ways 
and Means are anxious to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the deficiency bill in 
disposed to yield, so far as my own wishes are 
concerned. 
| was disposed to give the House an opportunity 
for a general examination and discussion of the 
merits of the bill, so ft 
to enter into 
have it, with regard to this bill, in 
}) shape in which the question of the genera! 
| of Congress in granting lands to the States to aid 


committee, bk am 


ir as gertiemen it rit W ’ 
such a discussion. I should like to 
every vosaivie 


poncy 
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in the construction of railroads can be presented. 

jut I repeat that, importuned as | am on every 
hand to close this debate, I shall yield to it, and 
shall confine my remarks to one or two brief ob- 
servations 

First, | desire to say a word or two with regard 
to an objection which has been raised, that the 
road for which this grant is made will come in com- 
petition with one or two other roads. Now, in 
order to do away with all excuse for making such 
an objection, I propose to modify the pending 
amendment by substituting the proposition which 
{ send to the Chair. 

‘The amendment was read, as follows: 


Provided, That the grant herein provided for shall not be 
construed to extend to any land upon the line of said road 
between the town of Madison and the southern boundary 
of the State of Wisconsin. 


Mr. DISNEY proceeded: The effect of the 
amendment, as now modified, would be to make 
a direct and specific provision in the bill excluding 
the State from the benefit of granted land upon 
the line of the road south and east of the town of 
Madison; ind obviates, by direct provision, the 
objection made by the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Currine] yesterday. 

The objection, as I said yesterday, from the 
circumstance that no public land exists south and 
east of the town of Madison, has no existence, in 
point of fact. But the friends of the bill are will- 
ing that this modification of the amendment shall 
be made, and I therefore move it. 

Mr. Speaker, the whole question—the whole 
matter to be examined with regard to the character 
of these railroad grants—resolves itself into these 
two points, and they are the only questions that 
can arise out of them: one is as to the competency 
of Congress to make such grants; and the other, 
and the only other before the House, is the policy 
or expediency of making such grants. 

The other day, when this matter was under 
consideration, I called the attention of the House 
to the opinions of Mr. Calhoun, who is universally 
regarded as good authority by members of this 
House upon questions of this kind, at least by 
those who hold to a rigid construction of the Con- 
stitution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must arrest the 
gentleman from Ohio in his remarks for a mo- | 
ment, for the purpose of calling his attention to 
the amendment he proposes. ‘The motion pend- 
ing is to commit the bill; no amendment is there- 
fore in order except by the unanimous consent 
of the House. The Chair desires to have the un- 
derstanding of the House upon it. 

Several Members objected. 

Mr. DISNEY. I merely suggested the modi- 
fication. 1 am not at all strenuous upon its 
adoption. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I! have no objec- 
tion to the modification going with the original 
amendment te the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. DISNEY. I suppose the gentleman would 
not have any objection to such a course. 

Mr. JONES. None at all. 

Mr. DISNEY. But I have. 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been made, 
and the amendment cannot be received. 

Mr. DISNEY. Very well; | do not desire to 
press the amendment; I merely offered it to gratify 
the friends of the bill. 

But, sir, to proceed. When last up, I called the 
attention of the House to the opinions of Mr. 
Calhoun in regard to the competency of Congress 
to make grants such as are proposed in the pend- 
ing bill. With the permission of the House, I 
will read some further extracts from his report in 
1846 upon this subject. He says: 


** Your committee will next proceed to consider that por- 
tion of the memorial which relates to the communication 
by railroads between the valley of the Mississippi and the 
southern Atlantic States. They regard works of the kind 
as belonging to internal improvements, (that is, improve 
ments within the body of the States,) and as such, are, in 
their opinion, not embraced in the power to regulate com- 
meree. But they are, nevertheless, of the opinion that 
where such roads, or other works of internal improvements, 
may pass through public lands, the United States may con- 
tribute to their construction, in their character of proprietors, 
to the extent that they may be enhanced in price thereby. 
This has usually been done by ceding alternate sections on 
the projected line of such works; and it is believed that no 
mode of contributing more fair or better calculated to guard 
against abuses can be devised. That Congress has a right 
to make such contributions, where there is reasonable | 
ground to believe that the public lands will be enhanced in | 


proportion, under its right to dispose of the ‘ territory and 
other public property of the United States,’ your committee 
cannot doubt. In making this assertion, they hold to the 
rule of strict construction, and that this power, like all the 
other powers of the Governinent, is a trust power, and, as 
such, is strictly limited by the nature and object of the trust. 
In this case the rule requires that the lands, and other public 
property of the United States, should be disposed of to the 
best advantage ; and where that can be done by contributing 
a portion to works which would make the residue equally 
or more valuable than the whole would be without it, as is 
supposed, they hold it would be strictly within the rule. 
Your committee go further. They are of the opinion, not 
only that Congress has the right to contribute to the extent 
stated in such cases, but that it is in duty bound to do so, 
as the representative of a part of the proprietors of the land 
to be benefited. It would be neither just nor fair for it to 
stand by and realize the advantage they would derive from 
the work, without contributing a due proportion towards its 
construction. It would be still less justifiable to refuse to 
contribute, if its effects should be to defeat a work, the 
construction of which, while it would enhance the value of 
the land belonging to the public, and that of individual pro 

prietors, would promote the prosperity of the country gen- 
erally.’ 

Thus emphatic, clear, and distinct is Mr. Cal- 
houn with regard to the competency of Congress 
to make grants of the sort now proposed, holding 
that it is not only competent for Congress to make 
such grants, but that it is their bownden duty to do 
it in every case where a grant of the kind would 
enhance the value of the residue of the public do- 
main in the vicinity of such donations. His 
reasoning is sound, but we need not invoke the 
authority of Mr. Calhoun in support of a princi- 
ple so clear and well-established as this propo- 
sition is, for it has been coeval with the history 
of our public domain. A right of this kind upon 
the part of Congress has ever been asserted. he 
very first act that provided for the survey of the 
public domain made grants of sections sixteen 
for school purposes, and of sections twenty-nine 
for ministerial purposes, making specific grants 
of those sections for the purposes indicated, in 
order to induce purchasers to buy the surround- 
ing and adjacent lands. 

In the same class are all the grants in regard to 
saline lands; and it has ever been held, and truly 
held, that in making those grants the Government 
was compensated by the sale of the adjacent lands 
for the lands given and donated—a most compre- 
hensive principle, which is recognized in private 
life, and acted upon by every man who lays out a 
tract of land as a town or city; he lays it off into 
streets, lanes, and alleys, dedicating a lot here for 
a market-house, and a lot there for a court-house, 
and the doctrine of the law is, that though he may 
have dedicated those lots for public purposes, yet 
he has been paid for them in the sales made to 
the purchasers of the adjacent and surrounding 
rround. So in the case of the man who lays off a 
street, and sells the lands abutting on it on either 
side, the donation of the street itself is no loss to 
the party, because he receives compensation for it 
in the enhanced price of the adjacent lots. 

This doctrine is recognized by your courts of 
law. Itis the doctrine acted on, as I have said, 
by individuals in their own private transactions. 
I repeat it, that the power of making grants, and 
donating portions of the public domain, in order to 
induce purchasers to buy the adjacent land has 
been acted upon by this Government ever since it 
had public land. 

One word in regard to the policy of it, and I 
shall havedone. The policy of this sort of grants 
is evident in its effect not only on the interests of 
the country where the land is located, but also on 
the Treasury of the United States. The peculiar 
benefit of it is shown by the report of your Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office in regard to 
the grants heretofore made by Congress. Asa 
matter of policy, it is recommended to you and 
indorsed by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. It is indorsed to you by the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of the Interior. It is 
recommended to you by the President himself, in 
his message to Congress at the commencement of 
the present session. It is indorsed by the Ad- 
ministration generally; and, independent of that, I 
repeat that an examination of the facts themselves 
must induce every man to believe that the Treas- 
ury of the Union will be benefited by the grant, 
while the immediate neighborhood of the land 
granted will also be peculiarly interested and ben- 
fited. In this case, asI said before, these roads run 
through vast tracts of the public domain, as yet 
uninhabited by citizens of the country. By their 
construction, the land will be cultivated and set- 
tled. The resources of the country will be de- 
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veloped, and at once add to the general strength 
and power of the Government. 

I have but one single consideration further 
The western road, if constructed, will make a di- 
rect route from the northern and eastern States to 
the Territory of Minnesota. It makes that vast 
and fertile Territory easy of access to all the emi- 
grants from the northern and eastern portions of 
the Union. The other road connected with the 
head of Lake Superior opens up communication 
with the rich resources of that region and the At. 
lantic coast. With these general remarks [ cal] 
for the previous question. 

Mr. EASTMAN. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to withdraw the call for the previous ques. 
tion fora moment. If he will do so I will pledge 
myself to renew it. 

Mr. DISNEY. On that condition I withdraw 
the call for the previous question. 

Mr. EASTMAN. I had hoped, Mr. Speaker, 
that this question would have been decided with- 
out the necessity on my part of saying a single 
word. I live at a remote distance from the lines 
of these conflicting railroads. My immediate con- 
stituents have no more interest in the one than 
they have in the other. Residing in the extreme 
southwest corner county of Wisconsin, I am not 


| interested, directly or indirectly, in either of these 


projects; and | think if any person can speak dis- 
interestedly upon this question, can look on the 
question of railroads and their conflicting interests 
throughout the State with impartiality, [ am that 
person. I have foreborne making any remarks on 
this question, have not interfered, being willin 
that the interests of both of the roads should be 
heard. I shall acquiesce in the decision of the 
House, whatever it may be. 

The Milwaukie and Mississippi Railroad Com- 
pany have been here, and have procured the pas- 
sage of a bill donating a part of the public domain 
for the purpose of completing their road from Mad- 


| ison to Prairie du Chien, a distance of seventy or 


eighty miles. That bill came into the House from 
the Senate yesterday and was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. With these remarks I 
will proceed to state, as I understand the conflicting 
interests involved, the question between them. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the gentleman from 
Wisconsin permit me to make a remark ? 

Mr. EASTMAN. I cannot consent; I beg not 
to be interrupted. 

Mr. SIMMONS. What I desire to make an 
observation on is a question of fact. 

Mr. EASTMAN. Well; 1 hopel will be able 
to satisfy the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Simmons] about all the question of facts. And if 
not, then, when I have concluded, it will not be 
too late for him to make his statement. 

Several years ago, Mr. Speaker, the Legislature 
of the State of Wisconsin chartered the Milwau- 
kie and Mississippi Railroad Company. I believe, 
however, that the Rock River and Union Valley 

Railroad Company was chartered a short time be- 

fore the chartering of the Milwaukie and Missis- 
sippicompany. The town of Janesville, and the 
people of the county of Rock, being in the interior 
of the State, had, as was supposed, some rights as 
well as the people of the city of Milwaukie. 

Milwaukie, it will be borne in mind, is the large 


/ commercial emporium of the State of Wisconsin. 
| We of the interior—the people of the western and 
| of the northern portions of the State—had paid 


| were, ina day, asif by magic. 


It sprung up, as it 


tribute to that great city. 4 
e sent to it our 


lead, our wheat, our corn, to beexported. They 


had the advantage from our trade of commission 
and storage, and everything of that kind. We 
gave them the whole benefit of our trade. We 
then asked the Milwaukie and Mississippi com- 
pany that the road should be run in such a direc- 
tion that the line would accommodate the people 
of the lower part of the State. We applied to them 
to that intent. But, having waxed fat, the com- 


| pany kicked. They said they would not run the 
| road through Janesville, or the county of Rock, or 


! 


give the people of that part of the State any ad- 
vantage from it; but that it should run to a point 
near White Water, to a town north of the Lake 
Koshkanong; anc. from that point west to Mad- 
ison. The effect of this.was to cut off the county 
of Rock and the south part of the State almost 
entirely. The county of Rock was at that time 
the garden of the State. It produced as much 
wheat and corn, and other products of the soil, a8 
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any other county in the State, according to its | 
population. 

However, when the people of Rock county 
saw that they could not expect to derive any 
benefit or favor from the Milwaukie and Missis- 
sippi railroad, they went to work to build a rail- 
road for themselves. A company was organized, 
stock was taken, and some progress was made to 
carry on the work. At that time the people of 
Milwaukie, and those who were interested in the 
Milwaukie and Mississippi railroad, saw that 
they were going against their own interests, and 
they then consented that the road should run south 
to the town of Milton, about nine miles from the 
city of Janesville. 1 hold in my hand a map of 
the Milwaukie and Mississippi railroad, from 
which I take these distances. After E. H. Brod- 
head, the chief engineer, was elected superintend- | 
ent of that road, they consented to build a branch 
to Janesville. That branch has been completed. 
They cannot, however, go direct from Janesville to 
Madison, and thus on to Prairie du Chien, with- 
out going back to Milton, a distance of nine miles, 
and thus through Stoughton to Madison. 

The Rock River Union Valley Railroad Com- 
pany contemplated running their road from Chi- 
cago to Janesville, and from Janesville to Madison. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Curtine] 
told us yesterday that, from certain information 
which he had received—there is a good deal of this 
sort of information without the walls of Congress, 
from some people who come to oppose this grant 
—he believed the roads run parallel for a consid- 
erable distance, as he thought, from forty to sixty 
mues. 

[ am happy, Mr. Speaker, to have an opportu- 
nity to correct the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Curtine.] He is in error. He states his 
high authority to be the president of the Milwau- 
kie and Mississippi railroad, the mayor of the city 
of Milwaukie, and divers other individuals, and 
also quotes a Senator in the other end of the Capi- 
tol, as saying that he was in error ‘‘in regard to 
the route which was propoSed by this bill.’”” Now 
it seems to me that it would have been highly 
proper to have inquired of the Senator upon that 
point, and not undertake in this House to say 
what the Senator had said upon hearsay. 

| know the gentleman from New York does not 
wish to injure this scheme wantonly; that he does 
not wish, in this indefinite way, to wrong us; but 
I think he ought to have inquired of the Senator 
in reference to this matter, and thereby make him- 
self sure in his statement of facts. And, further- 
more, it seems to me that if that Senator had come 
to that conclusion, he would at Jeast have spoken 
to me about it, for | am on the best terms with 
him; but | have not heard one single word in rela- 
tion to the error alluded to by the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. Currine] yesterday. 

But | can understand why this opposition comes 
from the city of Milwaukie. It desires to con- 
tinue, as heretofore, to be the great commercial 
point of the State; and that all the interests of the 
State should be centered in that city. But I hold 
in my hand a resolution which has been sent to 
me by the Common Council of the city of Mil- 
waukiet showing—what? Not that the city does 
not desire a grant of land for the construction of 
railroads; but it asks its Senators in Congress, 
and the members of the House of Representa- | 
tives from that State to procure, if possible, a grant 
of land to construct a road from Lake Superior, 
by the lake shore, through Milwaukie, to the city 
of Chicago; thus compelling us who live in the 
interior, the western,and the northern parts of the 
State to pay tribute, not exactly to Cesar, but to 
the city of Milwaukie. 

I have also a series of resolutions which passed 
the Board of Trade of that city, asking more do- 
nations of land; and are men to come here, with 
high-sounding names of presidents of railroads and 
mayors of cities, and all that sort of thing, and 
intimate that the people of the State are averse to 
= donation of lands for these purposes ? 

sut these roads do not run parallel to the ex- 
tent which the gentleman from New York sup- 
poses they do. They run no nearer than five miles 
at any one point, and at that distance only for 
about eighteen miles from the village of Stoughton 
to the city of Madison. There the roads diverge 
again, and one goes in one direction to Lake Su- | 
perior, and the other-to the northwest, penetra- || 
ting the pineries of the North, and into he vast |) 
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mineral regions of Lake Superior. And because 
it does not happen togo through the city of Mil- 
waukie this road has met all this opposition. | 
state, as I before remarked, that the object of itis 
not against land grants, but it is to make all such 
grants tribatary to the city of Milwaukie. 

Sir, I have some interest in Milwaukie myself, 
but I have no interest in the grant asked for here. 
But I cannot see, with the eyes of gentleman from 
Milwaukie, that it is to militate against their pros- 
perity at all. | say, if Milwaukie is not to be 
benefited by this road it is not the fault of the 
road, but because they have built the city in the 
wrong place. We cannot make roads to benefit 
every town, and we cannot afford to let our pro- 
duce lay in Milwaukie five or six months every 
year ice bound, and pay storage and commissions 
thereon merely for the benefit of that city. 

With these remarks I will redeem my pledge to 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Diswey,} and | ask 
for the previous question. 

Mr. CUTTING. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. When the gentleman from Wisconsin | Mr. 
Eastman] undertakes to charge members with the 
duty of dogging Senators, instead of allowing 
them to ask a question of the chairman of the 
committee who reported the bill, and seems to sup- 
pose that I have been guilty of some offense in 
propounding a single question for the information 
of this House, I think he ought not to spring the 
previous question in such a way as to prevent an 
answer to his remarks. 

Mr. EASTMAN. I made apledge to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Disney] that | would 
renew the previous question. I would be happy 
to gratify the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Curtine] under any other circumstances. 

Mr. HUNT. 1 ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to allow the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Curtine] to make an explanation. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope this motion for the 
previous question will be withdrawn, in order that 
the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands 
may redeem the solemn pledge made to the House 
the other day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I call the gentleman to 
order. 

Mr. LETCHER. It is proper that he should be 
heard. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I presume that the 
gentleman from Wisconsin is only redeeming the 
pledge he has made to the chairman of the com- 
mittee. If the chairman will consent to the with- 
drawal of the previous question, of course the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin will consent to it, and I 
do hope that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Drs- 
NEY] will accord with the request. 

Mr. DISNEY. All I have to say is, that I 
think no gentleman upon this floor will find any 
fault as to any illiberality shown by myself in the 
discussion of this question. In making my re- 
marks, yesterday, | yielded and yielded the floor 
to gentlemen who were continually interrupting 
me, so that I was deprived of all opportunity of 
discussing the question. 

Upon the demand for the previous question, a 
division being had, there were—ayes 59, noes 86. 
So the previous question was not seconded. 

Mr. LETCHER obtained the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Letrcuer] will yield the 
floor, | will move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. LETCHER. If I yield the floor to en- 
able the gentleman from Tennessee to make that 
motion, will I be entitled to the floor in the morn- 
ing? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia would be entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JONES. I then make the motion that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union 

Mr. SEWARD. [rise to a question of order. 
The House having refused to sustain the demand 
for the previous question, the subject must lie over 
one day. It is absurd, after the House has refused 
to second the demand for the previous question, 
to go on with the consideration and discussion of 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The practice of the House 
is, that if the House refuse to order the main 


question, the subject must go over one day; but, || 
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failing to second the demand for the previous 
question, leaves the subject under consideration 
where it was before the demand was made. The 
question is upon the motion to go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HAMILTON, I rise to a question of order 
I want to know how the floor has been taken from 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Lercner?)} 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia yielded the floor to another gentleman for the 
nurpose of making the motion that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The question was taken; and, upon a division, 
there were—ayes 52,a further count not being 
demanded 


So the House refused to go into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER.:- The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Letrcuer] is now entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DISNEY. Iriseto a question of order. 

I desire to know if the gentleman from Virginia 
did not speak upon this question on Thursday last, 
when he objected to my occupying the floor? 

Mr. LETCHER. | do not reckon he did. 

Mr. DISNEY. Well, sir, | do reckon he did. 

{ Laughter. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then I appeal to the Chair 
to decide between us. There was another quea- 
tion under consideration the other day in relation 
to which a motion had heen made to refer it to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. I then made some reference to this rail- 
road bill, and the gentleman from Ohio called me 
to order. Does the centleman recollect that? 

Mr. DISNEY. Ido. 

Mr. LETCHER. And the gentleman told me 
that | should havea fair chance to discuss this 
bill before the vote was taken. 

Mr. DISNEY. lask that the Chair shall! de- 
cide the question whether the gentleman from 
Virginia is entitled to the oor? My recollection, 
and that of other members of the House is, that 
the gentleman has spoken once upon this subject, 
and is, therefore, not entitled to the floor. So far 
as I am concerned, I have no objection to his 
going on, but | ask the Chair to decide the ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia had spoken once upon the question pending 
he would be entitled to the floor if no other gen- 
tleman desired to speak. The gentleman from 
Ohio cannot claim it for himself because he has 
certainly spoken once upon the question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would inquire 
if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Disney] has not 
already spoken twice upon this question? 

The SPEA K ER. Not on the motion to commit. 

Mr. JONES. Then he is still entitled to an- 
other hour? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
is entitled, under the rule, to close debate upon the 
bill. 

Mr. LETCHEk. Mr. Speaker, it seems to 
me that the policy which has been adopted with 
regard to this bill, indicates very clearly to the 
House the necessity for a thorough examination 
of all the measures of this character which are 
presented for our consideration. It seems to me 
that this policy proves conclusively the propriety 
of referring al! such measures to a Committee of 
the Whole House, where an opportunity may be 
given for discussion and investigation in regard to 
their merits. 

Now, sir, here is a proposition which has been 
brought into this House, and without giving any 
member an opportunity of examining into its de- 
tails, or the principles involved, a motion to stop 
debate is made by the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Lands, [Mr. Disney,] after a speech 
from himself, and after another speech from a 
member who is interested inthis road. Aftertwo 
speeches upon one side, and none upon the other, 
an attempt is made to gag everybody who is op- 
posed to it, and rush it through the House under 
the operation of the previous question. 

Sir, if this proposit.on had merits; if its various 
provisions could bear the test of careful examina- 
tion; if the considerations which were alluded to by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Wexits] on 
yesterday, could bear the light for asingle moment, 
would such a course as this have been adopted? 
I was struck with the avowal made upon this 
floor yesterday, by the gentleman from Wiscon- 
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sin, I do not know what part of the State he comes 
frora—— 

A Memper. From Milwaukie. 

Mr. LETCHER. Yes, from Milwaukie. He 
told us that he was opposed to this bill; that he 
had opposed it in committee, but that he intended 
to wait, under an understanding with his colleagues 
here, to see whether a contract was to be executed. 
W hat What contract has been made 
between t! What is the understand- 
ing alluded to, by which the vote of a member 
upon a. propo ition he disapproves of, is so influ- 
enced that it may be cast in favor of it, provided 
other parties will do something as an equivalent? 

Mr. EASTMAN. I feel it my duty to inter- 
rupt the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. Does the 
Virginia yield the floor ? 

Mr. LETCHER,. Oh, certainly. I shall not 
yractice on him what he wanted to practice on me. 

Mr. EASTMAN. 


ment of fact, and to set the gentleman right as he 


contract? 


ese parties ¢ 


from 


rentleman 


I desire to correct a state- 


goes alor v I did not understand my colleague as 


saying whatthe gentleman has put into his mouth; 


and with the leave of the House, I will read what 


he did say, Mr. We tis 


‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Wenrwortn] has 
enlled upon me tosay whether Lacquicsee in this measure. 
I would reply that | have been opposed to it. [ opposed it 
before the « I have no hesitation in saying that 
iti considered as unfavorable to the Milwaukie 
and Lake Shore interests. The bill, having passed the Sen 

to the House. The majority ot the committee 
were in favor of it. The rest of the delegation from Wis 
cousin were known to advocate its passage ; and [ had con 
cluded not to make Open opposition to iton this floor, with 
the understanding that my colleague would also remain 
silent, and that we should teave the House to pass upon its 
merits, after both sides had been fairly presented by those 
not immedtately interested I 


said: 


ynmnimittee, 


generally 


ate, cai 


have adopted this course, 


too, in the hope that it would secure a tavorable considera 
tien to other bills, which would directly benefit the interests 
which | more immediately represent. 
> 
That is what he did say. 
A 


. Member. 
more after that. 
Mr. LETCHER. Wait a moment, and I will 
read it for the gentleman. 
Mr. EASTMAN. Yes, he went on further to 
say, in answer toa question whether he would 
vote forthe bill: 


Ah! but there was something 


“ T suppose T have the right to answer affirmatively, or 
negatively, or neither. Tro the present condition of things, 
I prefer not to answer at all, but to wait the further action 
of the House 


Now, where is the contract that the gentleman 
alluded to? As for me, | know of no contract. I 
have made no contract. I state, as I stated be- 
fore, that I live in a remote part of the State. I 
am as favorable to one railroad as I am to another; 
to the Milwaukie and Mississippi road as I am to 
this, and to this as Lam to that; but what I say is, 
that one should not be passed at the expense of 
the other. I have made no contract. 
contracts. Iam not to be bought. 
Mr. LETCHER. 
omitted to read: 
‘Mr. Disney. 
consin whether he 
consideration 
“Mr. Wes. 
Why had Mr. Wetus ‘* some question”’ about 
it? Had not he already acknowledged that he was 
opposed to the bill? So great was his opposition 
to it, that he even went before the committee and 
manifested his opposition to it by seeking to de- 


I am above 
Here is what the gentleman 


I desire to ask the gentleman from Wis- 
intends to vote for the bill now under 


I have some question about it.”’ 


feat its introduction into this House by its passage 
through that committee. W hat, then, is it that 
induces him to announce to this House that he 
has ** some question about it?’’ Is it the mere 
fact that he and the other gentleman from Wis- 
consin had agreed that neither should say any- 
thing? And, by the way, with that agreement, 
how comes it that he [Mr. EasrMan] makes a 
speech to-day in favor of the bill, and then moves 
the previous question? How can that be ex- 
plained ? 


Mr. EASTMAN. 


I apprehend that there is 


more than one gentleman from Wisconsin. Does 
he allude to me? 
Mr. LETCHER. There arethree here. I take 


it the gentleman on the other side of the House is 
in for it rather deeper than you are, from all I can 
{ Laughter. ] 

But, sir, the gentleman over the way tells us 
that there is nothing in this bill which is calculated 


see. 


to conflict with the interests already created by |) of Madison; and yet gentlemen say that it can- || 
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legislative acts in the State of Wisconsin in the es- 
tablishment of other roads. Now, | shall endeavor 
to satisfy the House, from a map which I have 
before me, that there is a direct and positive con- 
flict; and that if Congress shall step in and pass 
this bill in the shape in which it has been intro- 
duced into this House, it will lend itself to the 
accomplishment of a destruction of the private 
rights and the pecuniary interests of various indi- 
viduals on the line of the Milwaukie and Madison 
road, which have been embarked in that scheme. 
W hat is it they propose to do? Under this bill 
they propose to grant lands to a railroad which is 
called the Rock River and Union Valley railroad, 
that commences at Chicago and 
to the town of Janesville. 
northeast to Fond du Lac. 

in a north direction for some twenty miles. 


runs northwest 
Then, sir, it runs 
Then it runs nearly 
j Then 
it runs in rather a northwesterly direction, some- 
what zigzag, to the point on Lake Superior. 
Why is it, lask, when a road is projected, (the 
Mississippi and Lake Shore Railroad,) from the 
town of Chicago direct to Fond du Lac, a distance 
of one hundred and forty or one hundred and fifty 
miles, that the y are seeking by this 


between the 


road to estab- 
lish another same points by running 
interior so as to avoid the 
the cities located on the lake shore? 
In our country, and I imagine even in the State 
of Ohio, in which the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Lands lives 


pride. 


around through the 
harbors and 


, there is a feeling of State 
There is an anxious desire on the part 
even of the gentleman himself to build up Cincin- 
nati as the great Husiness 
point, the chief city for the State of Ohio. You 
would never find him here making a war on a city 
within the limits of his own State for the purpose 
of carrying the trade out of it over to Louisville, 
in the State of my friend who sits near me, [Mr. 
Preston.] Yet wehavethisanomaly here. Here 
are two representatives of Wisconsin on this floor 
warring on Milwaukie and the other cities of their 
own State, situated on the lake shore, for the pur- 
pose of building up Chicago, in the State of Illinois. 

What is the interest of this Government? Is 
it not to make connections between 
on the lakes and the back country? 


commercial, the great 


the harbors 
Should not 
that be the great object it should have in view? Is 
it not the great interest with the Government 
itself, in the event of difficulty or foreign troubles, 
to have its connections with its own harbors, so 
that it can transport whatever is to be sent to 
those points into the interior of the country? But 
the Government here is asked not to adopt that 
policy, but to disregard it, and to go for the estab- 
lishment of another road, which runs some sixty 
miles at one point from the lake shore, and thirty 
miles at another point from the same lake shore. 
Now, will any gentleman tell me that it is the in- 
terestof this Government to make appropriations 
of that sort? 

But let me test these gentlemen still further. 
They say that there js no conflict by this scheme 
with the private interests of those who have em- 
barked their means in the construction of this Mil- 
waukie and Madison railroad on the 
those living along the line of it. 
understand, are now subsisting. 


farms of 
Mortgages, as | 
The only hope 
for the redemption of these mortgages, and the 
relief of the land-holders, is by the profits which 
they anticipate upon the completion of the Mil- 
waukie and Madison road. From Janesville to 
Madison is about fifty or sixty miles, and the 
proposed road runs nearly parallel with the line of 
the Milwaukie and Madison railroad. Twelve 
miles is the furthest point that those lines are apart; 
so that there will be an average distance between 
them of something like six miles. 

Mr. EASTMAN. The distance to Madison 
from the point indicated is not fifty or sixty miles. 
It is not above thirty. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
must be wrong. 

Mr. EASTMAN. At most it is not over forty 
miles from Janesville to Madison. If the gentle- 
man will deduct twelve from forty, how will he 
make the distance fifty or sixty? If he wants to 
make it that distance, he must lengthen the route. 

Mr. LETCHER. Here then is a conflict of 
interests. Here is the Government asked to fur- 
nish lands to this Rock River Union Valley Rail- 
road Company for the purpose of enabling them 


Then the scale of the map 
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1. 
not produce any conflict of interest; that it will do 
no harm to the Madison and Milwaukie railroad. [ 
put it to the common sense of every gentleman in 
this House, if there is even a show of plausil 
in such a statement? 

Mr. DISNEY. Has not the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Letcuer] yet learned that T have 
this morning offered an amendment to the ij}! 
which specially and specifically provides that this 
road shall not obtain one acre of land from the 
Government on the line of the road between the 
town of Madison and the southern boundary of 
the State of Wisconsin ? 

Mr. LETCHER. One thing ata time. If the 
gentleman (Mr. Disney] will have patience, I wil] 
soon get to that amendment, and show that, as the 
gentleman himself says, it is no great affair after 
all. 

Now, sir, | think 1 have shown that there js 
a conflict of interest. Then there is another 
consideration. There is not a foot of public land, 
as [ am imformed, in the city of Chicago, in I[]j- 
nois, where this road commences, until you get 
beyond Madison, a distance of perhaps one hun- 
dred and fifty or sixty miles. 

Then take the other line of the proposed road. 
There are no public lands till you get twenty 
miles above Fond du Lac. So, here they are run- 
ning a road for one hundred and ninety miles in 
one direction to that point, and one hundred and 
fifty or one hundred and sixty miles in another 
direction, through a country where there is not a 
foot of public lands; and yet the gentleman over 
the way offers an amendment which he thinks 
meets exactly that state of the case. 

{A message was here received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by the hands of Sypwry 
Wesster, Esq., his Private Secretary, informing 
the House that he had signed certain bills and joint 
resolutions. ] 

Mr. LETCHER. I understand that this Rock 
River Union Valley Railroad Company, likea great 
many other railroad companies scattered through- 
out the country, is in a dilapidated condition, It is 
thought by most people to be approaching a state 
of insolvency; and I have heard it intimated that 
even theiron which had been bought for this Rock 
tiver Union Valley Railroad was actually sold to 
raise the means to help those gentlemen who are 
employed to manage the matter and secure the 
passage of the bill through this House. What is 
the meaning of this proposition, offered under 
these circumstances, by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands? Here it is: 

“Provided that the road herein provided for shal) not 
be construed to extend to any land on the line of the said 


road between the town of Madison and the southern bound- 
ary of the State of Wisconsin.’? 


lity 


Or, in other words, between the town of Mad- 
ison and the city of Chicago. ‘That is the begin- 
ning point. 

Now, suppose you give them the land above 
Madison on one line, and above Fond du Lac on 
the other line. Could they not, if the concern is 
insolvent, as it is said, raise the wind by a pledge 
of the lands as security, and apply the money to 
make the road? Does the amendment provide 
against anything of that sort? Not at all. But 
if the gentleman [Mr. Disney] had said here that 
he proposed to amend the bill by requiring that 
the road should start at Fond du Lae, or twenty 
miles above it, where the public lands begin, and 
that land should be donated for six miles on either 
side of the road, or for fifteen miles in the contin- 
gency stated, and should be applied to the con- 
struction of the road from that point to its ter- 
minus at Lake Superior, and that the lands so 
granted should not be pledged in any way, nor 
any of the proceeds arising therefrom used to aid 
in constructing the line between Madison and 
Janesville, or the line between Fond du Lac and 
Chicago. But, sir, the object of this bill is to re- 
vive the credit of this company, and thus enable 
itto break down private interests, and subject 
those interested in the Madison and Milwaukie 


, railroad to serious pecuniary loss. 


Mr. DISNEY, (interrupting.) I wish to in- 
quire of the gentleman if he ever read a very cele- 
brated chapter in one of Fielding’s novels, in 
which the author undertakes to show that a man 
can write the better for knowing something of the 
subject upon which he attempts to write? It is 


| to make a parallel line from Janesville to the town |} very interesting. 


Apropés, has the gentleman from Virginia read 


